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The Amendments in the Land Value Duties. 

Tuk Revenve Act, 1911, which was passed on the 31st of 
March, and has now been printed, contains some important 
amendments of the Finance Act, 1910, as regards land value 
duties and stamps. Section 4 of the Act of 1910, while provid- 
ing that the increment value duty should be paid by the 
transferor or lessor, did not prevent him from shifting the 
burden to the transferee or lessee, though the Act avoided 
contracts for shifting the burden of undeveloped land duty 
(section 19) and mineral rights duty (section 20 (4)). This 
omission is supplied as regards increment value duty by sec 
tion 1 of the new Act, and any contract made after the passing 
of this Act for payment by the transferee or lessee of the duty, 
or of any expenses incurred in connection with the payment or 
assessment of the duty, will be void. Under section 2 (3) of 
the Finance Act, 1910,*a landowner is allowed to select a site 
value based on the consideration paid on a sale within twenty 
years before the 30th of April, 1909, in lieu of the site value at 
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this date. This restriction of period is removed by section 2 of 
the new Act in cases where the purchaser is still the owner, 
and he can have the site valife assessed according to the 
purchase price, although the purchase took place more 
than twenty years before the specified date; but where the 
original site value has been already settled, application to sub 
stitute another site value must be made within three months of the 
passing of the Act. The difficulty as to reversion duty which 


| became apparent immediately after the passing of the Act of 


1910 is dealt with by section 3. Where a lease was determined 
by merger in consequence of the reversion and the lease becoming 
vested in the same person, it was a matter of doubt whether 
reversion duty was payable by the lessor or lessee. It is now 
provided that it shall be payable by the lessor, and the objection 
that, where the lessor sells the reversion to the lessee, he gets 
no benefit from the determination of tke lease on which he can 
fairly be chargeable with duty is met to some extent by pro- 
visions remitting the duty entirely if the lease has more than 





| asta. | fifty years to run, and reducing it in other cases to the present 
| value at 4 per cent. of the full duty which would be payable at 
'the end of the term. This makes the matter less burdensome 
| for the lessor, but it will still be prudent for vendors of oar 
rents to stipulate that a declaration against merger shall be 
inserted in the conveyance of the reversion. It should be noted 
that section 14 (3) of the Finance Act, 1910, is cancelled. This 
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empowered the commissioners to make an allowance in respect 
of reversion duty where a lease was surrendered and a fresh 
lease granted with an extended term of at least twenty-one 
years. 


Etamp on Premium Leases. 


MINOR AMENDMENTS which the Revenue Act, 1911, makes 
as regards land value duties are as follows: The time within 
which expenditure in development of land can be taken into 
account for the ‘purpose of exempting the land from un- 
developed land duty is increased from ten to twenty years (sec- 
tion 4; see section 16 (2) (b) of Finance Act, 1910) ; land to the 
extent of 100 acres which consists of contiguous plots in sepa: ate 
occupation may be valued in the aggregate, if the owner so 
requests and the commissioners are satisfied that in the special 
circumstances of the case this is equitable (section 5; see section 
26 (1) of the Finance Act, 1910); and the commissioners are 
allowed the same right as a landowner to appeal against the de- 
cision of a referee (section 7 ; see section 33 (4) of Finance Act, 
1910). The leading inconsistency of the Finance Act, 1910, was 
perbaps the exemption of sales not exceeding £500 from the 
double ad valorem duty, while premiums not exceeding the same 
sum paid on leases were, in the opinion of the Inland Revenue 
authorities, notexempt. This, if correct, followed from a mere 
accident of drafting, and in any case it involved a very strict con- 
struction of the Act. Had the present administration of the 
revenue been governed, as in days not very remote, by con 
siderations of convenience and fairness, no claim to the increased 
duty on small premiums would ever have been made. As it 
is, the claim was made, and its obvious unfairness bas led to 
section 15 of the Revenue Act, 1911. This enacts that 
where the consideration, or part of the consideration, for a 
lease consists of money not exceeding £500, the duty is to be the 
same as though section 75 of the Act of 1910 had not passed. 
But the lease must contain a certificate similar to that required 
by section 73, and the exemption does not apply if the con- 
sideration includes a rent exceeding £20 a year. 


Stamp Duty on Voluntary Conveyances. 


THE STAMP DUTY on voluntary conveyances introduced by 
section 74 of the Finance Act, 1910, has been the occasion of 
great practical inconvenience, apart from the burdensome 
nature of the duty, but the decision of WARRINGTON, J., in Re 
Weir and Pitt's Contract (reported elsewhere) will go far to mitigate 
its effect. Shortly stated, the decision is that, where a conveyance 
has been stamped as a conveyance on sale on the amount of the 
ernsideration stated therein, a subsequent purchaser cannot 
take objection to the stamp on the ground of the inadequacy 
of the consideration and require it to be stamped asa voluntary 
conveyance. Under section 74 a conveyance operating as a 


. 


voluntary disposition infer viros is to be stamped as a convey- | 


ance on sale, with the substitution of the value of the property 
for the consideration for the sale ; and such a conveyance is not 
duly stamped unless the stamp is adjudicated. Moreover, under 
sub-section 5 a conveyance is to be deemed to be a voluntary 
disposition if the commissioners are of opinion that by reason 
of the inadequacy of the sum paid as consideration it confers 
a substantial benefit on the grantee. In the present case WEIR 
in 1901 purchased a house for £520. He subsequently became 
indebted to his son in about £400. In October, 1910, he agreed 
to convey this and another house to the son for £400, the price to 
be divided equally betwcen the two houser. The son contracted to 
sell the former house to Pitt for £520. Purr took the objection 
that the difference between the contract price and the £200 paid 
on the conveyance in 1910 made that conveyance a voluntary 
disposition #0 as to require to be stamped on the full value of the 
house under section 74. But WARRINGTON, J., held that the 
objection to the adequacy of the stamp must be taken, if at all, 
at the time when the conveyance is stamped. 
of the commissioners as to the inadequacy of the consideration 
that makes it a voluntary disposition under sub-section 5, and 
this opinion is an opinion to be formed at the time. It 
is not competent for a subsequent purchaser to raise any question 
on the ground of the insufficiency of the stamp. In fact, of course, 


It is the opinion | 


the commissioners may have no opportunity of forming an opinion, 
since the deed may be engrossed on stamped parchment, and 
even if it is presented for stamping, yet, if it is presented as a 
conveyanceon sale, the consideration cannot in practice be inquired 
into. This point was not adverted to by the learned judge, and 
it is not, perhaps, material. What weighed with him was the 
extreme inconvenience to vendors of having the stamp on one 
of their title deeds questioned on the ground of non-compliance 
with section 74. The decision avoids this inconvenience and 
exempts purchasers from the necessity of inquiring into the 
adequacy of the consideration on previous sales. Hence aconvey- 
anee can be accepted as sufficiently stamped if it is stamped as a 
conveyance on sale for the stated consideration. The learned 
judge also held that a conveyance such as that in question could 
not be treated as effecting a gift infer vivos so as to make estate 
duty payable under section 59 in the event of the death of the 
grantor within three years. 


The Unauthorized Use of an Address. 


THE GREAT extension wh'ch recent years have seen in the 
willingness of the court to extertain actions for libei, slander, 
trade libel, and similar torts is curiously illustrated in the recent 
case of Mayfair Constructors (Limited) v. Bett (Times, 22nd May). 
The plaintiff company have an address and a telephone number 
in Westminster, and the jury found that the defendant was in 
no way entitled to use that address or telephone number. Now 
the defendant published certain advertisements in two news- 
papers in the name of the Dreadnought Rotary Engine Syndicate ; 
and for some reason which is not clearly indicated in the report, 
gave the plaintiff company’s address and telephone number as 
that of the syndicate. The plaintiff company brought an action 
for damages, and an injunction to restrain the defendant from 
so using the address ; the jury found nominal damages and the 
judge granted the injunction in the terms asked for. The action 
would appear to have been based partly on libel—some alleged 
injury to the company’s reputation—and yjartly on “slander of 


title,” the claim of the defendants to be entitled to use the plain- 


tiff company’s address. As to the former ground, we feel grave 
doubt, inasmuch as it is not easy to see any direci attack 
on the good name of the company. ‘The latter ground 
is a novel and interesting phase in the remarkable develop- 
ment of the action known as “slander of title.” Originally 
it applied only to statements in disparagement of the plaintiffs’ 
title to real property (Pullock on Torts, 6th ed., p. 302, 
where certain medieval authorities are cited, including a case in 
1320). Gradually it was extended to chattels, choses in action 
and all forms of property, and in this way there grew up the 
common law action of “ passing off,” or deceiving the public 
into believing that one’s goods were manufactured by someone 
else. The essence of this action is “bad faith” ; and-—unlike 
ordinary defamation—damage bas to be proved : Halsey v. Brother- 
hood (1881, 19 Ch. Div. 386), Ratcliffe v. Evans (1892, 2 Q. B. 524). 
Then it was extended to the protection of trade-marks and 
trade-names, which gradually became assimilated to proprietary 
rights: Singer Manufacturing Co. v. Wilson (1876, 2 Ch. D, 434, 
per JESSEL, M.R., at p. 441-2). Now, of course, these rights 
have become a statutory franchise analogous to patent and copy- 
right, but thecommon lawaction still remains to protect such rights 
when the statutory protection has not been acquired. Thus, in the 
case of Pinet d&: Cie. v. Maison Louis Pinet (1898, 1 Ch. 179), the 














| useof sn assumed name in a certain line of business was abso- 


lutely restrained. But, we believe, tbere bas until the present 
been no case in which the use of an unauthorized address has 
been so restrained. 


Liability of Education Authority for Negligence. 


THE DECISION of the Court of Appeal in Smith v. Martin and 
Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation (reported elsewhere) carries out 
to its logical conclusion the new doctrine as to the liability of 
| local authorities towards the children whom they educate which 
_was first laid down so recently as Ching v. Surrey County ( ‘ouncil 
(1910, 1 K. B. 376). In the last-named case, it will be remem- 
bered, a boy was directed by his master to play a certain game, 
without receiving any warning that he was liable to fall into an 
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open and plainly visible hole in the playground ; he did so fall and 
suffered injuries for which the school authority were held liable 
in tort. That case, however, was complicated by the fact that 
the ordinary common law liability of the school authority as 
occupier of the playground to warn invitees of any existing 
traps might perhaps have sufficed in itself to give the boy a right 
of action ; it was not necessary to decide (1) that the teacher had 
been guilty of negligence, (2) that the negligence was committed 
in the course of his employment, and (3) that the schcol authority 
was liable on the principle of Hespondeat superior. These three 
points, however, arose in the case of Shrimpton v. Hertfordshire 
County Council (ante, p. 270), in which the House of Lords 
held an education authority liable in damages to a child 
injured through falling from an attendance van in which it had 
no legal right to be travelling, but which the attendance officer 
had tacitly permitted it to use. There the alleged negligence 
was the omission to provide a conductor to assist the children in 
alighting from the van. Both of these cases were expressly 
approved and followed by the Court of Appeal in the present 
one. A girl of fourteen, asked by her school teacher to poke a 
fire in the teacher’s room, got her dress on fire, suffered serious 
injuries, and obtained from a jury £300 damages for the 
alleged negligence of the teacher in not warning her to be 
careful. The Court of Appeal has held that the local authority, 
as well as the teacher, is liable on the principle of Respondeat 
superior. We doubt very much whether any man not serving for 
the time being on a jury would see any evidence whatever 
of negligence in such a case. The question at once arises, 
supposing a parent had given the order to his or her 
child, could she have sustained an action for negligence 
against that parent? If not, why not? We fail to see 
any possible answer which negatives the legal liability of 
the child's guardian in such a case but renders a stranger liable. 
The truth would seem to be that negligence towards children is 
becoming a mere legal fiction, somewhat like the imaginary loss 
of service which supports an action for seduction. The law is 
evidently tending in the direction of making all persons who 
have any dealings with children insure the safety of the children 
in all circumstances. In all probability we shall see at no distant 
date a decision that anyone who presents a child with a toy is 
guilty of a should he omit to warn it that the toy is 
intended for playing with, not for swallowing. 


An Executor’s Power to Pledge. 

THE DECISION of Joyce, J,, in Solomon vy. Attenborough (reported 
elsewhere) recognized the well-settled right of an executor to 
dispose of the personal property of his testator—a power which 
extends to a mortgage or pledge as well as a sale: Mclvod v. 
Drummond (17 Ves. 152); Russell v. Plaice (18 Beav. 21) ; Earl 
Vane v. Rigden (5 Ch. App. 663); and to any length of time 
after the testator’s death: Re Whistler (35 Ch D. 561), Re Venn 
and Furze’s Contract (1894, 2 Ch. 101). The executor, indeed, 
can only dispose of the property for the purpose of paying 
debts or for other purposes of the administration; but 
the purcbaser or lender is not bound to inquire whether 
there are such purposes still unsatisfied, and he can rely 
on the regularity of the executor’s disposition unless he has 
rotice that in fact it is irregular ; though by a somewhat subtle 
distinction, if he is told that all the debts are paid, he cannot 
assume there are other expenses of administration for which the 
money may be required, and he will not be safe in purchasing or 
lending uvless information to this effect is given to him: Le 
Verrell’s Contract (1903, 1 Ch. 65). In the present cace of 
Solomon v. Attenborough the testator died in 1878, and in 1892 
one of the executors pledged part of his plate with the defendants 
and applied the money to his own purposes. The testator’s estate 
is now being administered by the court, and the action was 
commenced by leave in order to test the validity of the disposi- 
tion. It was argued that all the debts of the testator were paid 
before 1892, and that the executors had then ceased to be 
executors and become trusteer, so that their power to dispose of 
the assets was gone. But such an argument would be fatal to 
the recognized powers of executors, and Joyce, J., emphatically 
rejected it. The defendants had taken the property in good 
faith, and their title to it was unimpeachable, 





Nuisance by Building Operations, 

Mr. JusTICE PARKER is so sound a judge that lawyers 
are prepared to make a considerable surrender of their 
own judgments to him upon a point of law. We, therefore, 
merely desire to express hesitation as to the correctness of 
his decision last Friday in Ffoulkes v. Salishury-Jones (Times, 
20th May). The defendant was the owner of a house in 
Berkeley-square which he pulled down to allow of certain 
building extensions. The plaintiff was tenant of an adjoining 
bouse, and her work as a journalist was so interfered with by 
the noise and dust as to cause her a considerable loss. An 
action was brought by her in the Chancery Division claiming 
a declaration that the defendant was not entitled to pull down 
the house, on the ground that he had not given notice and 
otherwise complied with the requirements of the London 
Building Act, 1894; sbe also claimed damages. Mr. Justice 
PARKER awarded her £40 damages and discussed three possible 
grounds on which her action might be based. The first, namely, 
special damage resulting to the plaintiff through the defendant’s 
breach of his statutory obligations, he dismissed as untenable, 
inasmuch as the statute provided a penalty for the offence and 
thereby excluded the implication that damages could be recovered 
by a person injured. The second suggested ground, nuisance, 
he likewise waived aside on the ground that the mere act of 
demolition is not unlawful, so long as reasonable care is exer- 
cised, no matter how much injury it does: //arrison v. Southwark 
and Vauxhall Co. (1891, 2 Ch., at p. 409-13). The third sug- 
gested ground—namely, negligence, on the ground that reasonable 
care had not been taken to prevent annoyance to neighbours— 
he accepted, and based upon it his verdict for the plaintiff. 
Apart from the great respect which we feel for any view 
expressed by the learned judge, we should have doubted whether 
there existed in such a case any obligation to take precautions 
against the annoyance of neighbours. Except in the case of 
dangerous work, or things noxious in themselves, is there any 
case which supports any such liability on the part of a land- 
owner ? 


The Taxation of Charities. 


ONE OF those refinements which lead the man in the street 
to describe the law as ‘‘a hass ” forced a reluctant Court of Appeal 
to come to a regrettable decision in the case of Rex v. Commissioners 
of Income Taz, Ex parts Essex Hall (Times, 19th May). Under 
sections 61 and 62 of the Income Tax Act, 1842, it is the duty 
of the Special Commissioners to make an allowance, and give a 
certificate, under Schedule A, r. 6, for the return of tax paid 
on the annual value of lands belonging to a charity in certain 
cases. The wording of the section and rule is important ; it is 
as follows, “ On the rents and profits of lands, tenements, heredita- 
ments or heritages belonging to any hospital, public school, or 
almshouse, or vested in trustees for charitable purposes, so far as 
the same are applied to charitable purposes.” Now, Essex Hail 8s & 
corporation whose objects were admitted in the case to be 
charitable ; the hall contains a number of rooms which were found 
to be in fact used by certain associations, which likewise were 
charities ; but the whole building is retained in the occupation 
of the corporation itself, which is rated as the occupier. The 
commissioners took the view that the corporation was not in receipt 
of rents and profits, since it occupied the hall, instead of letting it 
out, so that it was not entitled to the allowance granted by 
Schedule A ; they accordingly refused their certificate. Upon a 
rule being applied for, the Divisional Court granted a mandamus 
(Mr. Justice Avory dissenting) ; but the Court of — 
quashed the rule, and held that the commissioners had rightly 
refused their certificate of exemption. They took the view that 
“rents and profits” under the Schedule mean rents received by 
the owner from an occupier to whom he has let out the premises, 
and cannot apply to the annual value in the hands of the owner. 
‘The curious result follows that if the hall bad been let to a charity 
for £400, the corporation would have been entitled to the 
exemption asked for, but since they retained the building under 
their own control, instead of letting it out, “emp the purposes 
for which it is used are identical, they are liable for income tax 


on the whole amount, 
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Consecutive Magisterial Sentences. 

SOLICITORS WHO practise in petty sessional courts should note 
the decision of the Divisional Court in Rex v. Martin and Another, 
Ex parte Smythe (Times, 18th May). Four rules nisi for certiorari 
had been granted at the instance of the prisoner, calling upon the 
justices of St. Helen's county borough to shew cause why the 
third, fourth, fifth, and sixth of six conseculire sentences passed 
by them on the prisoner at one hearing should not be quashed. 
The applicant had been charged before the bench with six cases 
of obtaining money by false pretences and had pleaded guilty. 
Thereupon the magistrates exercised their powers under section 
13 of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, of dealing summarily with 
the case instead of committing him for trial. They passed a 
sentence of six months for the first offence, six months for the 
second offence, and three months for each of the remainder ; the 
sentences were made consecutive, and so amounted to two years in 
all. Now it is quite clear that until the Summary Jurisdiction 
Act of 1848 justices could not impose a greater sentence than 
six months, no matter how many offences were proved at the 
hearing. Section 25 of that Act gave them power to impose 
a second sentence for a “ subsequent offence,” and by some rather 
strained Jogic it was held in Jey. v. Cuthush (L. R 2 Q. B. 379) that 
the two charges—_the offence and the “ subsequent ” offence —could 
be heard consecutively at the same sittings, and that, upon the 
prisoner being sentenced for the first, he could be treated as upon 
trial for the ‘subsequent ” offence and given a second sentence. 
In the present case the Divisional Court expressed doubt as to 
the correctness of this reasoning, and refused to extend it to a 
“third” sentence. They accordingly quashed the four sen 
tences in the terms of the rule prayed for. 





a ' ) 5 
Erroneous Payment to a Cestud gue 
Trust. 

THE Statutes of Limitation are excluded in cases where trust 
money has been retained by a trustee, or has been received by 
him and converted to his own use, since to such cases the bene- 
fit of section 8 of the Trustee Act, 1888, does not extend: and 
hitherto a similar rule has appeared to be applicable when one 
of several beneficiaries has in error received trust funds which 


belong to another beneficiary ; but the rule has been carefully | 


examined by WARRINGTON, J., in Le Hobinson (1911, 1 Ch. 502) 
and the distinction has been taken that the overpaid beneficiary 


statutory period, though if trust funds belonging to him are still 
in the hands of the trustees or the court the overpayment can 
be made good out of these ; and if he still retains specific trust 


funds erroneously transferred to him, or has taken with! 


that any member of a family who had obtained possession of a 
trust fund was liable to repay it at any distance of time if 
there had been no improper laches on the part of the person 
who sought to recover it. There had been no such laches in 
the case before him, and hence he held that HARRIS was liable 
to repay the £1,117 Consols, and he added that the court had 
power to lay hold of any interest of his in the trust funds for 
the purpose of enforcing that repayment. 

On the face of the report the case is clearly an authority for 
two propositions : first, that, as between a cestui que trust who has 
been by mistake overpaid and the other cestui que trusts, time is 
no defence, and that repayment can be compelled; and (2) 
that if there are moneys of the overpaid cestui que trust still in 
hand, they can be retained as a means of enforcing the repay- 
ment. But upon an examination of the actual decree in the 
case, and upon consideration of the other authorities bearing on 
the point, WARRINGTON, J., held that tte former proposition 
is erroneous, and that the cestwi que trust cannot after the lapse of 
six years be required to repay money which be bas received and 
used. The actual decree, it appears, contained no order for 
repayment by Harris, but only provided for restitution out of 
his other interests in the trust funds, and a similar course had 
been taken in previous cases. In Livesey v. Livesey (3 Rass. 
287) a testator gave an annuity of £200 to A. when he attained 
twenty-one. The executor in mistake paid the annuity to him 
two years before this age, and it was held that he was entitled to 
retain these sums out of future paymentsof the annuity. Similar'y 
in Libhs v. Goren (11 Beayv. 483), where certain beneficiaries had 
received over-payments, it was held that the amounts must be 
made good out of other funds coming to them. In neither of 
these cases was any question raised as to the lapse of time, and, 
indeed, in a case of retention, the statute is, in accordance with 
a well-settled principle, excluded. The statute only bars the 
remedy ; it does not extinguish the claim ; and a claim which 
can be made good by retention of property stiil in hand is 
independent of the statute. 

In Brooksbank v. Smith (2 Y. & ©. Ex. 58), to which also 
WARRINGTON, J., referred, the question of the statute was raised, 
| but the decision is not a satisfactory one. One-sixth of a legacy 
| of £1,000 Consols was paid by mistake to the defendant in 1827. 
In 1834 the trustees filed a bill in the Court of Exchequer in 
Equity to compel him to refund. Part of the stock had been 
disposed of by the defendant, who was in poor circumstances, but 
£100 stock remained. It was held that, since the payment was 





| 


| made under a mistake of fact, the trustees were entitled to a re- 


cannot be required to make any actual repayment after the | 


transfer of the stock, snbject to the question of the statute, 
and as to this it was held that the statute did not run till the 
discovery of the mistake, and hence it was no bar. The plain 


| tiffs had offered to take the £100 stock in satisfaction of their 


claim and a decree was made accordingly. But it is not clear 


knowledge of the error, he can be required to make restitution, | from the report whether, apart from this offer, the decree would 
The leading authority for the rule that a cestui que trust | bave been for restitution of the whole fund improperly paid, 
is hound to make good an overpayment without revard to the | and the manner in which ALDERSON, B., treated the effect of 
lapse of time is //urris vy. Hurvis (No. 2) (29 Beay. 110). Under | mistake in regard to the lapse of time is open to criticism. 
a marriage settlement the trustees were to transfer £5.000| Atlaw neither fraud nor mistake saves the statute. In equity, 
Consols, part of the wife's fortune, to the husband, H ARRIS, for | in cases of fraud, time runs from the date when the fraud was, 


his own use. In 1848, instead of transferring £5,000 Consols, | OT With reasonable diligence could have been, diecovered. In 


they, by mistake, sold out sufficient Consols to raise £5,000 
cash and paid him that sum. The amount of Consols sold 
was £6,117, so that, in effect, he received £1,117 Consols in 
excess of what he was entitled to, and in 1860 the suit was 
instituted by aaother beneficiary to compel him to make this 
good. It was argued for him that the claim was barred by 
statute, for the rights of the plaintiff were only through the 
trustees, and their claim was in respect of a simple contract 
debt for money paid under a mistake, and to such a claim the 
lapse of six years was a defence. But from this argument 
Lord Romitiy, M.R., dissented. It was not, in his opinion 
correct to say that you could not recover from a person who 
had received a trust fund the money improperly paid him 
except through the instrumentality of the trustees: and. 
moreover, if the claim were a mere simple contract debt | 
between the overpaid beneficiary and the trustees, the statute | 
would not apply. The learned judge stated the practice to be 





applying this principle to mistake in an equitable action 
ALDERSON, B., assumed that time ran from the date when the 
mistake was in fact discovered, and he omitted to notice that, 
if with reasonable diligence it could have been discovered earlier, 
the running of the statute would commence at such earlier 
period. This, however, as pointed out by Hamtton, J., 
recently in Baker v. Courage & Co. (1910, 1 K. B., p. 63), is a 
necessary qualification of the ruling in Prooksbank v. Smith. 
The real effect of the case is that the statute is applicable by 
way of analogy to the claim of a trustee to refunding by a 
beneficiary who has been overpaid, but it runs only from the 
date when the mistake was, or with reasonable diligence could 
have been, discovered. 

In the present case of He Robinson (supra) a rentcharge of 
£100 was in 1675 granted by CHARLEs II. to trustees in trust for 
the heirs of the body of RICHARD PENDRELL. In 1856 it was 
vested in MCLAREN and WITHINGTON in tail. By deeds dated 
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in 1856, 1857 and 1859 they purported to bar the entail | of the chief headings. It is not desirable, for instance, that, in an 


and to convey their moieties to Grorce Ropinson in fee 
simple, and thereafter the annuity was paid to Ropinson, 
and after his death to his son and successor in title, WALTER 
Roptnson. In 1900 a question was raised whether the deeds 
effectually barred the entail, and it was held in Robinson v. Giffard 
(1903, 1 Ch, 865) that they did not. Hence the Ropinsons 
had no title except as assignees of the life interests of MCLAREN 
and WITHINGTON. 
of his moiety of the annuity to WALTER ROBINSON was stopped 
in 1900. It was subsequently discovered that WITHINGTON left 
issue surviving, but such issue failed in 1886, and thereupon, 
under the limitations of the annuity, McLAnen became en 
titled to the WITHINGTON moiety. MCLAREN died in 1910, 
and the action was brought by his executrix to recover from 
WALTER Ropinson’s executor the payments of the annuity 
improperly made from 1886 to 1900. 

If the claim had been made by the trustees the case would 
have been similar to rool:shank vy. Smith (supra), except that the 
defendant did not retain any specific part of a trust fund. It 
would, therefore, have been material to consider when the mis- 
take could have been discovered, and apparently this was in 
1903, when the decision in Jtohinson vy. (iffard (supra) was given : 
ef. Molloy v. Mutual Reserve Life Insurance Co, (94 1. T. 756). 
Seeing that the claim was made by a beneficiary it is not clear how 
the trastee’s mistake could be set up as a ground for postponing 
the statute, and WARRINGTON, J., assumed that the statute, if 
it ran at all, ran from the date when the erroneous payment 
was made; that is, as regards the last payment, from 1900. 
The real question was whether the statute ran at all. Looks 
bank v. Smith (supra) recognized that it does ; Harris v. Iarris 
(supra) is apparently an authority that it does not, although, as 
we have seen, the decree in that case did not contain an order 
for repayment. It has sometimes been said that a cesfui qui 
trust erroneously receiving trust money is to be treated as an 
express trustee within the principle of Svar v. Ashwell (1893, 2 
Q. B. 390), but this is to carry that principle too far. If he is 
not aware of the over payment, there is no reason for making 
him a trustee. Hence in the present case WARRINGTON, J., 
interpreted //urris v. Harris in the light of the decree, and not 
according to the apparent import of the judgment. The claim 
by one cestui que trust against another for repayment is on the 
footing of a claim for money had and received ; and though it is 
an equitable claim, it is subject to the analogy of the statute 
and is barred in six years. The present action consequently 
failed. But where there are other interests of the cestui que trust 
out of which the over-payment can be made good, or where he 
still retains a trust fund improperly transferred, or where he 
has taken trust money with knowledge of the error, other prin- 
ciples apply, and the statute is excluded. 


A Few Words on Indexes to Law 
Books. 


WE had occasion, some years ago, to attempt to refute the common 
error that anyone can make an index, and that it is merely 
mechanical work which requires neither skill nor experience. We 
quoted Dean Swirt’s quaint observation that “the whole book is 
governed and turned, like fishes, by the tail ”"—7.«., the index—and 
we averred that the labour and skill necessary to produce a 
thoroughly good index to a law book bore a considerable proportion 
to those required to compile the book itself. Our precepts seem to 
have produced little effect, and in the new treatises which reach us 
in ever-increasing numbers for review we find frequent instances 
of lamentably imperfect indexes. Perhaps we may be permitted to 
recur to the subject. We propose, incidentally, to refer to a few 
instances we have come across of vagaries in indexes, but not wild 





The latter bad died in 1874, and payment | 





horses will drag from us the names of the learned treatises from | 


which we have culled them 

Starting with what may perhaps be regarded as a counsel of 
perfection, we hold the view that it requires some knowledge of the 
subject to which a book relates in order to frame a really intelligent 
index. Only a person possessing such knowledge can accurately 


Judge as to the matters material to be given as the leading headings | 
of the index. 





There should be a sense of proportion in the selection | 


important work dealing neither with gardening nor agriculture, we 
should find as leading headings in large type : 

* ARTICHOKES.” 

* Duna.” 

Nor does it conduce to the illumination of a reader to imitate the 
example, which we mentioned in our previous article, of the 
index to a classical law book which passed through many editions, in 
most of which there appeared this heading : 

ZEAL, proof of indomitable, in illustrating this branch of 
the law 


On reference to the page referred to, it appeared that the indomit- 
able zeal referred to was that of the author himself ! 

Next comes the consideration of the main function of the index 
asa guide-post to the contents of the book. It need not be said 
that it should afford a reference to everything of importance in the 
text. For this purpose it does not seem a bad idea for the index 
maker to construct, first of all, a short analysis, such as in some law 
books is prefixed to each chapter, and to group under the leading 
headings of this analysis the subordinate matters; afterwards 
picking out such of the latter as seem, by reason of numerous sub 
headings or otherwise, to deserve separate headings. If this were 
done, we should not find the omissions which occasionally occur 
e., the omission from the index to a work largely devoted to ways 
of the heading “ pack or drift way.” 

The most difficult matter is to discover what particular word 
will be likely to be looked for by the reader. In modern indexes, 
little attention appears to be given to this. The rule is, apparently, 
to take any word relative to the matter in hand as the chief 
heading, and before giving the sub-headings, to attempt to assist the 
reader by cross-references to one or two or more other words ; each of 
such other words being subsequently inserted as headings. Or some 
times one general word is given as a main heading without sub 
headings, or with few sub-headings, but with references to other 
headings referring to branches of the general subject. In one case 
which is before us the reader is offered no fewer than seven such 
cross-references, and he has to grope his way through them to 
discover the point of which he is in search, 

The truth is, we think, that cross-references in an index are 
largely due to the inability of the framer to hit the word which the 
reader is likely to look for. They cannot be completely avoided, 
but they should be cut down as far as possible, They seem to us to 
have become far too numerous in modern indexes. What is the use 
the following, for instance ? 

Wire, see Married Woman. 
Sewer, see Drain. 
DRAINAGE, see Sewer, 
Taxes, see Rates. 

Mal E, see Masculine. 

Moreover, the cross-references require to be carefully selected, or 
the result may be somewhat startling and ludicrous. For instance, a 
learned writer rather shocked us by referring in conjunction in his 
index to certain subjects nét apparently quite cognate ; 

Cnastiry, see Adultery. 
COHABITATION, see Agent. 
HusBAND, see Assault. 
Wipow, see Quarantine. 

But the point we wish to draw speciaLattention to is that, if cross- 
references are given, the page should, when practicable, be stated 
after the first word. This will often save the reader the trouble of 
a double reference to the index. If the heading referred to is lengthy 
it mav often suffice to give,after the first word, the number of the 
page where it is first referred to, and add “et seq.” Thus, supposing 
the cross-reference in the index will run 


intra, passim, 


your first word is “ Firm 
Partnership. 

Again, the expert indexer should be terse ; he must be able to put 
nto half a dozen apt words the gist of a paragraph or page. It 

obviously undesirable to repeat in the index sentences or statements 
rom the text, or to ask questions in the index, for instance : 

Venpor of land registered with absolute title gives [no 
covenants for title], 
but unless he will, ean he force title against purchaser 
who did not know he was so registered ? 

It cos without saying that there should be as few close repetitions 
of headings as possible. It is not desirable that there should appear 
in an index the following headings, for instance 

Access or AIR 
\rr, access to. 

Why. we should like to ask in conclusion, are indexes so seldom 
nowadays alphabetical, not only in the main headings, but also in 
every division and subdivision of such main headings? lhe 
advantages of an alphabetical arrangement in the sub-headings in 


Firm, 263 ef seq. ser 
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facilitating reference to the book is obvious, and we can only surmise, | 
as the cause of the omission of this help, that the index compiler 
finds it increases his labour, which, alas! is too frequently poorly 
remunerated, 








Reviews. 


The Law of Light. 


A Treatise ueon THe Law or Licut, INCLUDING AN EXPosITION 
oF THE LAW RELATING TO THE NATURE. ACQUISITION, PRESER- 
VATION, AND EXTINGUISHMENT OF THE EASEMENT OR RIGHT TO 
LIGHT AND THE REMEDIES AFFORDED FOR THE PROTECTION OF | 
Winpow Lieats. By R. E. Nicnotson Compe, M.A., LL.M., | 
Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


This isa carefully written dissertation upon the law of light and the | 
numerous questions which arise out of the alleged interference with | 
the easement of light. The nature of the easement has received new 
explanation in Colls’ case (1904, A. C. 179), and it is now recognized 

that the right to light coming to a particular tenement is a right to | 
be protected against a nuisance. [ence there has been a break in | 
the continuity of the decisions, and, as the author points out, reliance 
cannot now be placed upon decisions which proceeded upon a different 
conception of the right. But even a decision of the House of Lords 
does not annihilate earlier authorities. There are numerous dicta, 
quoted by the author at pp. 22 to 24, which were approved in (olls’ 
case, and other cases are still valuable as shewing under what circum- 
stances an interference with light may be held to be a nuisance and 
therefore actionable. These are very lucidly arranged and stated in 
chapter 2, section 4, on “Circumstances which are to be taken into 
consideration in deciding whether a light nuisance has been caused,” 
and the former rule with regard to 45 degrees is discussed, and its 
ame invalidity explained, in section 5. The whole of the chapter 
urnishes an excellent commentary on the right to light, starting 
with Colls’ case asa basis. In dealing with the difficult question 
of the acquisition of the right to light under the Prescription Act, 
1832, or apart from the Act, the work is equally thorough, and it 
contains an interesting discussion of the recent dictum of 
FarRwe .t, L.J., in //yman v Van den Bergh (1908, 1 Ch. 167), with 
respect to the exclusive efficacy of prescription under the statute. 
This, as the author points out, is in accordance with the view of the 
effect of the statute in Z'ap/ing v. Jones (11 H. L. C. 290), where Lord 
WestBury observed that the right is juris positivi and does not require 
to be rested on any presumption of grant or fiction of licence. The 
work deals with a difficult and important subject in a very exhaustive 
and able manner. ; 


Books of the Week. 

Contracts.--A Treatise on the Law of Contracts By ©. G. 
ADDISON, Barrister-at-Law. Eleventh Edition. Edited by Wrutiam 
E. Gorpon, M.A., and Joun Rrrent, M.A., Barristers-at-Law. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

’ International Law,—International Law. By F. E, 
Situ, K.C., M.P., M.A., B.C.L. Fourth Edition, Revised and 
Enlarged. By J. Wy.ie, Barrister-at-Law. J. M. Dent & Sons 
(Limited). 

Personal Property.—An Analysis of Williams on the Law of 
Personal >: for the Use of Students. With an Appendix of 
Questions. By A. M. Witsnere, M.A. LL.B., Barrister-at-Law. 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

Land Values.—Supplement to the First Edition of Devon 
shire and Samuel’s Duties on Land Values. By Gro. H. Devon- 
sHIRE, M.A., and Frank Samvuet, M.A., Barristers-at-Law. Stevens 
& Haynes. 

Workmen’s Compensation, —Butterworths’ Workmen’s 
Compensation Cases. Vol. IV. : Quarterly Advance Sheets. Part 11, 
1911. Edited by Dovetas KNocker, Barrister-at-Law. Containing 
Complete Reports of all Cases entered in the Lists of the House of 
Lords and Court of Appeal for Hilary Term. Butterworth & Co, 

Practice.—Practice Points: An Exchange of Points of Law and 
Practice. Vol. L, No. 2, May, 1911. The Law Students’ Union 
of England and Wales. 








: His Honour Judge Smyly, K.C., who is a good linguist, says the 
Evening Standard, gave an example of his knowledge at the Shoreditch 
County Court when he tried a case in German. For some little time 
an interpreter had been acting, but ultimately his Honour questioned 
the translation, and finished the case himself, The judge speaks 
German, Yiddish, French, and Spanish, 
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Correspondence. 


Super-tax. 
{To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—I have read with interest a letter from “A.” in your 


| last week’s number in reference to this matter, as my firm has had an 


almost precisely similar case, except that in ours, though the lady if 
she had lived would undoubtedly ote been liable to super-tax, the 
fact of her having died before the year was more than half over 
reduced the amount of the income due before her death to less than 
£5,000, but, of course, the principle is the same. 

My firm had a somewhat lengthy correspondence with the com 
missioners on the subject, but we did not see our way to dispute the 
claim, and the executors accordingly paid the amount. 

The question turns, as your correspondent points out, on the 
wording of section 66, and even if an iidividual only lives for one 
day after April 6th in any year, he, or his representatives, must 
apparently pay super-tax on the total of his income for the previous 
year notwithstanding that he may not have lived to receive any part 
of it for the year under assessment. 

I am afraid this is only another instance of the slipshod manner 
in which the Finance Act of 1910 is framed, and, as I read the sec- 
tion referred to, the payment would have to be made notwith- 
standing the individual became bankrupt shortly after the begin 
ning of the financial year and therefore received nothing. 

I understand that a question is to be asked in the House 
respecting this point. E. 

May 22. 





Licence Duties—Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter. | 


Sir,—We enclose copy correspondence relating to a point under 
section 46 of the above Act. The result is one which will affect 
many people interested in the trade, and if the commissioners are 
unable to deal with the matter, then the section requires amendment, 
both in the interest of the landlord and the tenant. 

We should be glad if any of your readers could throw some light 
on the subject. 

For obvious reasons we have inserted fictitious names in the copy 
correspondence. A. & Co 

The following is the correspondence referred to: 

2ist April, 1911. 


To the Commissioners of Inland Revenue, 
Somerset House, London, W.C. 
RE Crown HOTEL. 

Dear Sirs,—Smith is the lessee of the above house, which he sublets at 
£100 per annum, from which sum is deducted £19 for licence compensa 
tion. Up to July last Johnson was the tenant of the hotel. The house 
was not tied to any brewer, but there was a tacit understanding between 
Johnson and Smith that Johnson should obtain his best — common 
draught beer and draught porter from Browns, Ltd., brewers, who paid to 
Smith a commission for being allowed to supply the above articles to 
Johnson. The extra licence duty under the above Act amounted to £26. 
The method of trading tetween Smith and Johnson was as follows: After 
the beer, &c., had been sent by Browns, Ltd., to Johnson, Smith, as agent 
for the brewers, collected the amount due for the beer, &c., from Johnson, 
and then Smith paid the amount due, less the said commission, to Browns 
Ltd. When the extra licence duty was imposed Johnson (who was tie: 
(if at all) only for the articles above mentioned) contended that Smith: 
should pay the whole of the extra duty, and he retained £26 out of the 
money he should have paid for beer, &c., to discharge this duty. The 
account as between Smith and Browns, Ltd., is straight and nothing is 
owing to the latter either from Johnson or Smith. The latter, however, 
wants £26 from Johnson, who contends, as we have already stated, that 
the whole of the extra duty should fall on Smith. This is ignoring the 
sales of wines, spirits, tobacco, mineral waters, food, &c., which are not 
tied to the house at all. 

Johnson absolutely refuses to give any particulars of his sales, althoug!: 
we have repeatedly asked for same. 

We contend that Smith is not liable for a penny piece of the extra 
licence duty—Johnson says Smith is liable for the whole of it. That is 
the issue under section 46 of the Finance Act. We have all Smith's 
figures ready for your inspection, but Johnson . . refuses to do 
anything. We shall therefore be glad if you will letus know what to do 
to bring him to look upon the matter in a reasonable light, with a view to 
an early settlement of the dispute.—Yours faithfully, 

A. & Co. 


Custom House, London, 19th May, 1911. _ 

Gentlemen,—In reply to your letter of the 2lst ult., in the case of 

the Crown Hotel, I am directed by the Commissioners of Customs an: 

Excise to inform you that they are unable to advise you as to the cours» 

to be taken by your client in the circumstances stated.—I am, Gentile 
men, your obedient servant, W. H. PAscot. 
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“CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


SMITH +. MARTIN AND THE CORPORATION OF KINGSTON-UPON 
HULL. No. :. 27th and 28th April; 19th May 
ScHoot—OrprR Given BY TEACHER TO SCHOLAR TO POKE FIRE IN 
Teacuer’s Private Room—Insury To CHiLpb—FINDING BY JURY THAT 
ORDER IN CIRCUMSTANCES WAS NEGLIGENCE LIABILITY or Epve ATION 

AvuTHORITY FOR Act OF TEACHER. 

The plaintiff, a girl of fourteen, was a pupil at an elementary public 
school, and wags told by her teacher to poke the fire and draw the 
di mper of the atove in a room in which ashe and other teachers Aad 
their meals In carrying out the teacher's orders the girl's clothes 
cought fire and she wie seriously injured. In an action for damages 
for negligence the pury awarded the plaintiff £300 damages, and the 
learned qudge, on further consideration, gave judgment for her foi 
that amount against the teacher pe rsonally, hut as in hie »pintion the 
local education authority were not responsible for a teacher's negli 
gence in @ matter not connected directly with her duties as teacher 
they were entitled to judqment. The plaintiff appealed, asking that 
the local authority should be held liable and judgment entered aqainst 
them as well as the teacher. 

Held, that the order was an act by the teacher within the scope of 
her authority to give a pup, as the teacher of the cla of which the 
plaintiff was one, and that as the relationship of master and servant 
existed between the local education authority and their teachers, they 
were liable for this wrongful act of the teacher. 

{ppeal allowed with costa, decision of Lawrance, J. (9 L. G. RB. 156, 
27 7. L. R. 165), reversed. 


In this case both the plaintiff and the first defendant, Miss Martin, | 


ippealed from a judgment of Lawrance, J., directing after further con 
sideration that the verdict for £300 should be entered against Miss 
Martin alone, and judgment entered for the defendant corporation 
under the following circumstances :—The plaintiff, Amy Smith, a girl 
f fourteen years of age, a pupil at a public elementary school, was 
sent by her teacher, Miss Martin, for the latter's own purposes, to 
poke the fire and draw the damper of a stove in the teachers’ private 
The plaintiff obeyed, and in doing what she was told to do 
The action was 

stated. The 


room. 
her pinafore caught fire, and she was severely burnt. 
tried at the Leeds Assizes, with the result already 
ive been entered against both defendants jointly, on the ground that 
the learned judge was wrong in holding that no liability in law attached 
to the Kingston-upon-Hull Corporation (sued as the local education 
uthority) for the wrongful act of their servant. Miss Martin also 


plaintiff appealed, contending that the verdict and judgment should 


appealed, claiming judgment on the ground that in giving the order to | 
the plaintiff she had not been guilty of any negligence or breach of | 


luty. By consent Miss Martin’s appeal was taken first, and after 
rgument 

Tue Court dismissed the appeal, holding that the question was one 
for the jury. 

The plaintiff's appeal was then heard, and at the close of the 
irguments judgment was reserved. 

VaucHan Wittiams, L.J., in giving his decision, said he had read 
the judgments of his learned brothers who sat with him, and he agreed 
vith them that the appeal should be allowed. He thought the decision 


was covered by the principle laid down recently by the House of Lords | 


in Shrimpton v. Herts County Council (55 Soxicrrors’ Journat 270, 
27 L. T. R. 251 

FiercHer Movtton, L.J., said that they had already disposed of the 
irgument on the question whether the verdict of the jury was perverse 
n holding that there was negligence in the teacher in ordering the 
plaintiff to attend to the fire. Therefore, the only question they had 
to consider was whether judgment ought to have been entered for the 
plaintiff against the local education authority. It was contended on 
their behalf that the decision below on this point was right, becauss 
they were not liable for the act of the teacher, and that on two grounds 

(1) because the relation of the local education authority to the teache1 
was not that of master and servant; and (2) that, even if the teacher 
must be held to be under a contract of service with the education 
authority, this particular act was 80 completely outside the scope of the 
teacher’s employment that the employer was not liable in respect of it. 
In his lordship’s opinion, neither of these grounds could be successfully 
maintained as a defence to the present appeal, which should therefore 
be allowed with costs 

Farwety, L.J.. gave judgment to the same effect 


, tention of the 


| absolute, 


corporation, therefore, failed. It was then contended 
that it was no part of the business of a teacher to send a child on any 
errand of her own, as her authority was confined to teaching. This 
contention, if adopted as sound, would draw a distinction between 
education and teaching that would have a most prejudicial effect on 
this class f school Here, moreover, had the teacher not sent th: 
child, but had gone herself, the class must have been left unattended 
and it could not be said that she chose an alternative beyond the sco} 

of her employment in sending the child. Such sending was within the 
scope of her employment, and the jury having found that she did it 
in a negligent w iv, the corporation were liable. As to the suggestion 
that the act could not be for the master’s benefit, that was disposed of 
by saying that benefit was not restricted to pecuniary benefit only. An 
act done within the scope of the servant’s employment was, by legal 
intendment, for the benefit of the master, unless and until the master 
proved the contrary. Therefore, this appeal must succeed. Appeal 
allowed, with costs, accordingly Counset, for the plaintiff, Tindal 
{thinson, K.C., and W. H. Ow: for Miss Martin in the first appeal, 
Norman Craig, K.C., and / petaffe; for the corporation, Scott-Fox, 
Zz... and f my) ston SOLICITORS, Windybank, Samuell, ad Lawrence, 
for Beni Pearlman, Hull; Baker & Nairne ; Sharpe, Pritchard, & Co., 
for H. A. Learoyd, Town Clerk, Hull. 


[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


CLARKE rv. CLABKE AND LINDSAY. No. 2. 15th May. 

Divorce—PRacticek—V ARIATIOY or SkTrTLEMENTS—Decret NIsI 

PreTITION FOR VARIATION Ficep Berore Decree Apsotute—TIME FoR 

ANSWERING— MATRIMONIAL Cavses Act, 1859 (22 & 23 Vict. c. 61 

gs. 3 

1 pet fion to wary a ettlement under the Vatrimonial Causes {cf, 
859, may be fled hefore a di ee absolute has heen made hut the 
court has no jurisdiction to entertain the petition till after the decres 
absolute ( msequently, till the absolute has heen made. ¢ 
respondent cannot be compelle l to 


decree 
answer the petition 
rave Deane, J. On the 16th of January, 
1911, a decree nisi for divorce as pronounced on a husband's petition 
On the 4th of March the sband filed a petition for variation of 
settlements, which was served on the wife on the 22nd of March. 3N 
consent the time to answer the petition was extended over the Easte: 
Vacation. On the 21st of April the wife applied to the registrar to 
extend the time until one month after the decree absolute. The 
registrar directed that the petition should be answered within fourteen 
days, being of opinion that, although no order could be made on the 
petition until after the decree absolute, the preliminary inquiry before 
him could proceed. On appeal, Bargrave Deane, J., 
of the registrar by directing the answer to be filed by the 12th of 
June The wife appealed 
Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy 
L.J.J allowed the appeal 
Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—l1 think that this appeal must be allowed, and 
I must say that I think that it isa reasonably plain cas»  <A_ peculiar 
jurisdiction was given to the court by section 5 of the Matrimonial 
Causes Act, 1859, to vary settlements. The section in terms gives the 
court this jurisdiction after final decree of nullity of marriage o: 
dissolution of marriage. The argument we have heard is that the 
registrar can do that which the court itself cannot do—that the registra 
can hold an inquiry and make report to the judge before the decree 
although the court ild make no order to vary the settlements 
till after the decree absolutes That seems to me an impossible view 


This was an appeal from Bar 


varied the order 


M.R., and Bucktry and Kennepy, 





| Then it is said that Constantinidi v. Constantinidi (1904, P. 306) has 


The corporat ion } 


denied liability on two grounds, either of which, if sound, would | 


suffice to exonerate them from liability. 
was their servant, and alleged that their only duty was to appoint fit 
and proper persons as teachers, and that it was not suggested that 
Miss Martin was not a fit and proper person. Secondly, they said 
that the act was not done by the teacher in the course of her employ 
ment, or for her master’s benefit. This was a provided school, and 
the corporation had the powers and duties of a school board and school 
attendance committee. under the earlier Education Acts of 1870 and 
1900. It was their duty to appoint teachers, who were to hold office 
during their pleasure, with all the incidents usually relied on to shew 
the existence of the relation of master and servant. The first con 


They denied that the teacher | 


decided something to the ntrary. Constantinidi vy. Constantinid 
decided nothing of the sort All that was decided in that case was 
that, although a petition to vary settlements had been filed, and n 
final decree had been made, there was no harm in allowing the petitior 
to remain on the file and requesting tha court to consider it at the 
right time, as, of course, there is always a difficulty in ensuring that 
a petition shall be put on the file immediately after the decree absolute 
had been made. That is really all that was decided in (Constantinidi 
Conatantinidi. We did not decide, and as at present advised I think 
that we had no jurisdiction to decide, anything more There is no 
jurisdiction to vary a settleme until a decree absolute has been made 
and proceedings ought not to be allowed to be taken under a petiti m 
to vary settlements at a time \ hen the decree nisi may never be made 
absolute 

3uckLEY and Kennepy, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect. —Soutcrrors, Alfred Bird; Jonas & Jonas 

[Reported by J. I. Srintino, Barrister-at-Lew.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


SOLOMON v». GEORGE ATTENBOROUGH & SON. Joyce, J. 
10th, llth, and 20th May. 
PLEDGE OF PERSONALTY BY 


Wi1Lt— ADMINISTRATION—PAWNBROKER 
Executor Functvs Orricio 


One on Two Executors AND TRUSTEES 
in executor, or one of several executors, may validly pledge any part 
of the testator’ s personal estate at any distance of time from the 
testator death. and the bliqation ft make 
maqutrie 

Moses Solomon, bv his will, dated the 20th of March, 1878 appointed 
his sons. the plaintiff J. D. Solomon, and A. A. Solomon, his executors 


pledgee is under no 
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mong other dispositions) bequeathed the residue of | land register. W. Weir, junior, contracted with the present purchaser, 
ors upon trust fe nd conversion within | Pitt, to sell the house for £530. On examining the land certificate, 
nd upon r trust r division of the Pitt noticed the difference between the price paid in 1901, viz. 
or died o ’ The executors and in 1910, viz., £200, and raised two objections: (1) That the 
! ' thin a year, | veyance of 1910 was not adequately stamped, being only stamped for 
is at the date 200, whereas by section 74 of the Finance Act, 1910, it should 
istration. The een stamped in accordance with the full value of the property. 
hich were n the event of W. Weir, senior, dying before the expiry of 
remained years from 25th October, 1910, estate duty we uld be payable, 
ithout the rdance with section 59 of the said Act, in respect ot the proj 
efendants, and | which had been the subject of a voluntary disposition. 
his co-truste WarrRincTon, J., in the course of his judgment, said: Section 74 
the paw! tickets sub-secti , of the Act, lays down general provisions as to the mod 
found among | : Phe defendants | of ; ing the amount of the stamp duty on voluntary transfers 
! viy appointed Sub-se ion O lays it down that any transier or conveyance shall be 
inction, &@ | deemed voluntary if, in the opinion of the commissioners, the cor 
had 1 I . , or to the sideration is inadequate, or if the transferee, under the circumsta! 
plaintiffs con a substantial benefit. It is said that this means that at 
trust by A. A me hereaftet subsequent pur haser for value may be attacked, 
is pleagor he t rou d that a previous onveyance was not pre perly stamped. ] 
endants relied ction only means that at the time a conveyance comes to be stamped 
suthority of 1e comm ssione rs may raise a question whethe1 the considerati m 
regards personal ioned in it is adequate, or whether under the circumstances the transfe 
il Trustee Act, | ife a substantial benefit. Once the conveyance 1s stamped, 
\ of the sub-section are at an end as far as any subse 
d continued concerned It would be intolerable that he should | 
vant of good l l et prejudiced by what had taken place between { 
ntered into in| p , h mmissioners at a previous sale As to the s¢ 
iffected with objection, yrovisions as to estate duty are laid down by sectiol 
olute pro- | « ’ r the purpose of this section, the question must 
eyance of 20th of October, 1910, a voluntary d 
Oz I do not think 
nsideration for the conveyance; there was a 4 
the father and son, and I cannot say how the full 
he provision of the Act was not intended t 
kind, where the vendor does not exact the fu 


as an immediate gift infer vit 


nebody, months after, might say was not the 
property ompt sed in the con “vance, Chis Wi 
lisposition, no estate duty will be payable 
a Soricirors, Maddison, St 
ontended , rie "ru P on 
4. A 
rustec vith his 
= ny os ber Re HUME NISBET’S SETTLEMENT. Eve, J. 16th May. 
clete nine 
nderstar e testator’s | SETTLEM Tenant For Lire aND REMAINDERMEN—CAPITAL OR IN 
buted. ot n completely COM Bonus Divipenp—Option TO Take NEW SHARES 


Reported by R. C. CARRINGTON, Barrister at-Law. | 


purpose in executor in ny resolved to pay a honus dividend to its shareholde 
becomes, a trustee; but | and , e them the yption of taking new shares fully paid instead 
is the debts, pecuniary the a Jend in cash The trustees of a settlement, who were ree 


discharged espec ally ad / tholders erer ed the yption and ¢ ki new he rea, wh 
ibuted. So far as co 


- were i greater alue than the dividend. 
] 2 , ; } 
Poraay gn Held that the tenant for life was entitled to the cash dividend, 


the 4 


th alue of the hares in excess of that sum was cap tal. 


uch v. Sproule (12 i pp. C'as. 385) distinguished. 


Son him be the will, | Re Northage (60 L. J. Ch. 488) followed. 


e, ll be unde This was an adjourned summons taken out by the trustees 
7. 35 W. R. 662. | settlement, asking whether the bonus allotment of new shares in tl 


presumed to 


R 
R. 440; 1894, | European Gas Co. by way of bonus dividend warrant in respect 
limit to | share’ held by the trustees as part of the settled funds ought to b 
rdinary | treated as capital or income The company in question was very 
riance with this | successful, and had recently a reserve of undivided profits amounting 
1903, 1 Ch. 6 or | to over £100,000 on a capital of £840,000, with a depreciation 
Che result is that | redemption fund of £700,000. In March last the company p 
sual consequences in extraordinary resolution for the distribution of a special bor 
t ‘ defendants, Hughe imounting 33 per cent. of the paid-up capital, and 
SOLICITORS afone J. Attent ugh 


; 


later the mpany sent to the trustees a conditional allot 


Reported by H. F URTT ’ r! r-at-Law mer t I ] n onferred on the trustees the right to receive cas 


483 6s. 8d., or to apply for forty-eight shares of £10 each fully 


WEIR AND PITT'S CONTRACT. Warrington, J. 17th Mvy ri The dividend was described as a bonus dividend free of tax. The 


STAT? 


f the allotted shares was about £20 each, and the trustees 
nsequently elected to apply for the forty-eight shares. It appeared that 
mewhat similar distribution and offer was made by the company 

1890, and it was held by North, J., in Re Northage, Fl 

60 L. J. Ch. 488). that the bonus dividend was income, 
ground that laration of the bonus dividend and the issu 
two distinct transactions, and not one trans 
‘j} ule (12 App Cas 385), the shareholders 

the option of taking the dividend in cash without taking 


é 


Dery—Votuntary Disposirion—Finance (1909 
1( 7 ss. 59, 74 BSI 


shares 
J In substance the distribution of bonus dividends and 
f of new shares was the same thing which they did in 1890 
s Vendor and Purchaser A did not think so. I should feel some difficulty in distinguishing 
under the Finance (1909-10 present case from Pouch v. Sproule But in Re Northage the learne 
or pur ‘ 1 house, the subject matte udge did not feel bound to abide by the decision of the House 
£520 He subsequently became indebted | Lords. Apart, however, from Re Northage, I should come to 
to the extent of £400 odd In October, | conclusion that there was no capitalisation of the reserve fund 
to convey the house, and another which | is case. The reserve fund was a large one, and was carried to 
£400, agreeing that this sum should be | depreciation and redemption account. The company thought that 
TI mveyance was executed | was in excess of what was required for that purpose, and determ 
inge being made in the | that it might be safely distributed. But in order to avoid distribut 


i 


ober 1910, the ne 


houses ‘ 
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and re-collection the shareholders were given an option of applying 
for new shares instead of taking the dividend in cash. That shewed 


that the payment of the dividend and the issue of the new shares | 


were really two distinct transactions, as was held in the case of Re 
Northage. The circumstances of that case and of the present one being 
the same, I am bound to come to the conclusion as North, J., 
and to hold that Bouch v. Sproule does not apply. The result is that 
the sum of £483 6s 8d.. the amount of the dividend, goes to the 
tenant for life. But as the option to apply for new shares was given 
to the trustees as the registered shareholders of the shares, I hold 
that so far as the shares represent an over above that 
amount, such excess is capital tenant life has n 
claim. The shares, therefore, stand charged with the sum of 
£483 6s. 8d. owing to the tenant for life. and the ec of this appl 
cation will come out of capital COUNSEL. ('ozens-Hard yo W urtzhurg 
Soricrrors, Hillis, Munday, d: Clarke. 
[Reported by S. E. Wri.1ams, Baarister-at-Law.] 


same 


and 


for 


excess 
to which the 


sts 


Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 
In the Goods of MANMER, Deceased. DOBIE ». EDWARDS AND 


ANOTHER. Bargrave Deane, J. 17th May. 


Two Witts—Precatory Trust 1x Eartrer Document 
Party's INTEREST QUESTIONED. 

Where a testator, hy a will executed in 1906. he queathed all hia estate 
absolutely to his wife, and furthe, ‘It is 
ad sire that my wife should, du img her life fime, 
a certain weekly sum to his sister, it wos 


Held, that no precatory trust u eated, 
(plaintiff in the ovtion) har nq no interest 
dispute the validity of a later d 


Probate action. The plaintiff, Jessie Dobie, 
ciary under a will, dated the 14th day i De« 
gomery Hanmer, late of 14, St. Anne’s-equare, agent, 
who died on the 12th day of March, 1910, and as such the 
contents of the said will pronounced for in solemn form of law, as con 
tained in a completed draft thereof, and, further, to have the probate 
of a will, dated the 20th day of February, 1910, revoked, and the said 
will pronounced against on certaia s)ecified grounds. The defendants 
Daniel Edwards and Basil Wynn Edwards, the father-in-law 
brother-in-law respectively ot that the 


PROBATE 


wi h and 
estate 


my earnest 


pay 


} 
sand, 


out of my 


the iste) 
could not 


ond 
the 


that 
unde will, 


rcument, 


benefi 
Mont 


claimed to be a 
ember, 1906, of 
Manchester, yarn 


, have 


and 
the testator, claimed court 
should pronounce for the said will of the 20th day of February, 1910 
Counsel for the defendants submitted that the plaintiff had no beneficial 
interest under the will of the 14th day of December, 1906, and if the 
court upheld this contention then the plaintiff was not entitled to contest 
the validity of the later will. By the 1906 will the testator bequeathed 
*‘all the estate and effects whatsoever and both real and 
personal, to which I may be entitled, or which I may have power to 
dispose of at my decease, urito and to the use of my Mabel, 
her heirs, executors, and administrators respectively, and I 
appoint her sole executrix of this my will Chen followed the portior 
rehied upon by the plaintiff—viz ‘It is my earnest ind desire 
that my wife should, during out of my estate to m 
sister, Jessie Dobie, widow, the sum shillings each and ever’ 
week.’’ This, submitted defendants only 
It was not a precatory trust. Reliance was placed on the cases of 7 
Hamilton (43 W. R. 577; 1895, 2 Ch. 370), Re Williams (1897, 2 Ch 
12), and Re Conolly (1910, 1 Ch. 219 Counsel for the plaintiff sub 
mitted that a precatory trust wae created by the 
1906 will. Moreover, ill continued, ‘and 
pay out of my estate to and divi bet ween 
and her daughter Lilly Dace the sum of eleven shillings each and eve 
week, and in case of the death « ul said Mrs Dace, or her si 
daughter Lilly Dace, to nent of 
ehillings each and every week to es 
at her death, by her will, to be 
Dace if she be then living, and 
daughter Lilly Dace if she be 
relating to Mrs. Dace and 
witnessed codicil. The wording ’ 
The case of He Burley (1910 ». 215 as cited 
BaRGRAVE Deane, J., 
words ‘“‘It 1s my earnest my Jessie Dobie 
widow,”’ et: did not cre: pres ry trust. The testator left all 
his estate to his wife “‘:; lute] laintiff had no interest 
the 1906 will, and therefore 1 not contest the late 
for the briefly stated 
were of and called a 


wheresoever, 


dear wile 
absolutely 


wish 
lifetime pay 
of thirty 

insel amounted to a wish 


the above passage of 
that she should 


Mrs. Dace 


+} " ‘ ] 
the ‘ alse 


ually 


the said sum of eleve 
urvivor l 
racy of £500 to the said 
£500 to 

This 


revoked by an wun 


conti 
mv wife 
Mrs 


ner said 


also desire 
jueatl ii 
also legacy of 
thei 


daughter the 


living 
testatol 


provision 


ot mv estate was emphati 


said that he } ] > ubt about the case The 


sister 
unde 
one 


the facts 
vitness to 


Counsel defendants 
case—which we 
the due execution of the 

BaRGRAVE Deane, J., pron will of the 20th of February 
1910, but made no order oO CounseL, Priestley, K.C.. W 
Willig, and Beddington; Barnard, K.C., R. Goddard, and P. M 
Francke. Sovscrtors, Bower, , & B for Janion & Hall, 
Manchester; Peacock & Goddard 

[Reported by Diosy Corrs-Prerpr, Barrister-at-Law.)} 


wer, 





New Orders, &c. 


The Summer Ass‘zes. 


rhe following are the day 1 places appointed for holding the 


Summet! 1911 
NORTHERN CIRCUIT. 
Mr. Justice Horridge 
\ Just i 


Assizes, 


Monday, 19th June Appleby 
Saturday, 24th June, at Carlisk 
Wednesday, 28th June, at Lancaster. 
Saturday, lst July, at Liverpool 


Mond ith July, at M 


chester. 
NORTH-EASTERN CIRCUIT. 
\l Justice Grantham 
Mr. Justice Scrutton. 
26th June, at News 
Mik nday, 3rd July, it Durham. 
I resday llth July it Yor} 
day, Lith July t Leeds 
IRCUTI 


WESTERN ¢ 

\lr. Justice Channell. 

\lr Justice ( 
Puesday 23rd M i’ Dorchester. 
Friday, 26th May, at New Sarum. 
Tuesday, 6th June it Wells 
sat uday, 10th June it Bodmin 
Thursday, 15th Jun t Exeter 
Saturday, 24th June, 


July 


SOT 


nday, astle. 


lerldue 


Saturday, Ist 
rH-EASTERN CIRCUIT. 
Mir. Justice Avory. 
Monday, 22nd May, at Huntingdon, 
r} irsday, 25th M 1\ t © 
Duc sday, 3th May it Bury St. 
nday, 5th June t Ne 
lay, 12th June, at ¢ 
Justice Phillim 
June, at Hertf 
June, at Lewes 
Maidstone 
Guildford 


umbridge 
Edmunds. 


rwicl 


24th 
9th 
8th July, at 

7th Jul 


day, 

hursday, 

aturd iV, 
nd ty, 


OXFORD CIRCUIT 


\Mlr. Justice Lawran 
\l Justice Bu 


Ma it Reading. 


‘ 
knill. 


Wednesday, 3list 
1 esday, 6th June, Oxtord 

Friday, 9th June, Worceste1 

Thursday, 15th June it Gloucest 
Saturday, 24th June, Monmout! 
Chu aday, 29th Jurit it Hereford 
Tuesday, 4th Jul 
Monday, 10th Jul; 


MIDLAND ¢ 


M Justice 

\l Justice Backnill 

Mr. Justice Pickford. 
Mi nday, May { Aylesbury 
Thursday, Ist June, at Bedford 
Monday, Sth June Northamptor 
Frid 9th June, at Leicester. 
Frid l6th June, Oakham 
Saturday, 17th June, at Lincoln 
Wednes¢ 28th June, at Derby 
Wednesday, 5th July Nottinghan 
Monday, 10th July & ' 
Saturday 15th Jul t 
rH WALES AND 
\l Justice Br 
\ir. Justice Ban! 

: 24th Ma t Newtow: 
sdavy, 25th Ma it Haverfordwest 
26th May, at Dolgelly 

Monday, 29th May: t ¢ 
Monday, 29th May Lampeter 
Wednesday sist Ma at Carmarthe 
Friday, 2nd June, at Beaumari 
Monday, 5th Jun 
Tuesday, 6th . 
Thursday, &t 


Friday, 9th June, 


Shrewsbur 


Stafford 


IRCULT. 


tidle 


20H | 


Warwick. 
Birmin 
SOT HESTER CIRCUIT. 


NORTH AND 


Frida 


arnarvon. 


Brecon. 
tuthin 

it Preste gn, 

Mold. 
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Societies. 
The Soneitors Golfing Society. 
On the 20th inet match s plaved 
London Press Lolfing &S M tltor 
beat the Solicitors fir by 6 
the Sin 


hing 


and 


So 


this Society 
Heath The latte: 
matches to 5 They 


halved, each side win 


bet weer 
1ety 
won 
mes 


J lt» were as 


gles by 1 to were 


two games follows 


Press at ee olic 4 Matches 

Darwi } l ’. Longstaffe 

W. Greenw M Copland (1 hole 

M. Faulknet A. H. Leathart 

C. Maddicl M. Beaumont (7 and 6) 

Babingt H. O Bry Taylo 

F. Le Bas I am 

rge Riddell i] l \ , S. Vaug 

ithert i | \ ©. J. Chesshet 
Attenbor nigh 


en 


hati 


J. So 


Mr. Darwin and Mr * Longstaffe and Mr. Lea 
ton (6 and 5 l 
Mer. Fanlkner and Mr. Mad \ opland and 
click Taylor (2 holes 
Mr Mr. B Mr. Leathart and 
ington mont (4 and 3 
tiddell and Mr. Le Bas Mi Chessher 


(3 ind 2) l \ ghar 


Mr 


O' Bryen 


(;reenwood and Mr feau 


Sir G and Mr 


mu 


Law ‘Students’ Joursial. 


The - Society. 
PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION 


indidates hose names alphabet ic il 
P I uv Examinat held on 3rd 


order 


ind 4th 


Lhe following are il 
were successtuil at ti 
May, 1911 
Bairstow, 
Baker, Joseph Bo 
Bennett, 

itley, 


Hew 
Hoph 


Creoryg 


John George 
Kar! Norma 
George N« Johns« : d Ege 
Eric Victor eves, und 
Norris Malt amber Geoffrey Fo 
John Albert Fr McFall, Cyril Skelton 
mj yn, Harold J Nl idlet« Joh Lean 
ulwick, Harold Nicholl-Carne Thoma 
lwick, Leonard A Paisley, Th Ne! 
piman, Ale Parker, P 
ford, Hugh Pay: 
e, Marlborou rn Be Pot 
l Powell, W 
ther, James Raymond. Barker, 
Dallas, William | ‘ i Richards, Frank 
Davies, Ivor Gly | Richard Nestor 
to St. Ceorg Herbert 
Denithorne, Richard Dudley 
Edwards, Henry C ydall 
Priestley } 
Percy Will 
rthur Simpso 
. Cedric Earle Thomson, 
Jarlos Tooth, Eri 
Ernest Osmund Veneer, William 
Weiss, William 
We Philip ( 
We tropp Be rkeley George Gale 
W hittingto Herbert R 
Will W liam C 
Wills, ed Le 
Franl Woodward, Cyril 
Zabell, Walter At 
101 P 
tified by 
entitled t 


rney, 


Ma 


Doug 

Neil 

Le La 
Leonard 
Ernest 
Wh 


um 


Li 


Samue 
iries Savi 
Smit} 
Smyth, Crordo 
le, Eri 
George Wilfred Ru 

sdeleiees Blagt 
James 
Edward 


‘reswell 


nry 
ows, A Stee 


Tres ( mu 
len, 
. Ralph Neville 
op, Garnet Arthur Claud 
Griffiths, David Th 
Harrison, William Fred k I 
Hart, Cecil Henry 
Hartingt Cyril 
Hellvar 
He 


ma 
Ingham 
ims arence 


on Alf slie 


William 
Evels n Love 


No. of il 
following candidat 
paesed with distinction, and ll be 
Examination in Ju 12 
Chadwick, Leonard A 
Fellows, Arthur Simps 
H Cecil Henry 
Hewitt, Evelyn Lo 


> 
LClLALS 


ust 
6! 

examiners to have 

at the Student 


lidat assed 
the 


ompete 


The 


si | 
Hopki Henry 
Powell, William Neilson 
Tooth, Eric Adolphus Blagbu 
Wells, Philip Creswell 
order of the 
a F. 2 
19th May, 


Council, 
BucKNILL, 
1911 


By 
Secretary 
Law Hall, 


Society's Chancery -lane, 


the 


| 


| value 
' 


| transfer 


| bef 


jis | ere by 


| 1910 


| ment 





The Revenue Act, 1911. 


for the convenience of our readers, the follewing provisions 


We print, 
reversion duty, income 


of this Act, relating t 
tax, and stamps 


increment value duty, 


CHAPTER 2. 
Revenue Act. 1911.] 


relating to Inland Revenue (including 
and for other purposes ere with 


[Slet March, 1911. 


La Ww 


Debt 


amend the 


National 


An 
Excise 
Finance 


Be it 


Act t 
and 


t} 
the 


enacted, &« 


Part I 
DvuTIES ON 


Land VALUEs. 


increment 


of value duty by 
after the passing of this Act 


1 froidance mfracts 
feree lessee Any contract made 
transferor and transferee or a | and lessee for the pay- 
by the transferee on as the may of increment 
duty, or any expenses incurred in connexion with the payment 
or assessment of the duty. or for the repayment or re-imbursement by 
wr lessee to the transferor or lessor in any manner of any 
the or lessor in respect of that duty or 


shall 


for payme nt 
frane 
bet ween i ssor 


ment lessee, case be, 


transferee 
nts made 
Slit h expenses, 
tmendment of s. 2 (3) of the principal Act.] Sub-section (3) ot 
of the principal Act (which relates to the definition of 
increment value) shall apply to the of any transfer on sale of the 
fee simple of the land or of any interest in the land which took place 
more before the thirtieth day of April nineteen 
and which was a transfer to the person who is the 
the land at the time when an 


the 
payme transteror 


void. 


by 
any be 
2. 
section two 
case 
twenty or 
hundred and nine, 
owner of the land or any interest in 
application is made under that provision, as it applies to the case of a 
which took place within twenty years before the 
April, nineteen hundred and nine. 
where the original value has finally settled 
of this Act, an application may be made, notwith 
in sub-section (3) of section two of the principal 
sub-section, for the of giving effect to this 


years 


sale 
of 


cases 


on 
thirtieth day 

In the 
wre the 
standing anything 
Act. under that 


site been 


passing 


pur pe se 


| provision within three months after the date of the passing of this 


alter the original 


and the Commissioners shall, in such a case, 
be neces 


value as finally settled in such manner (if any) as may 
give effect to the amendment made by this provision, and, in 
where any amount has been paid on account of duty, the Com 
missioners shall make such repayment as may be necessary to adjust 
the yvunt paid to any alteration of value made in pursuance of this 
provision 

3. Explanati n and amendment of law os to reversion duty }—-(1) 
declared that in relation to a lease which has determined the 
person in whom the lessor’s interest was vested immediately before the 
expiration of the term for which the lease granted, or, if the 
lease has determined before that time, immediately before the trans 
action or event in consequence of which the lease has determined, is the 
for the purpose of section fifteen of the Finance (1909 10) Act, 
10 Edw. 7. c. 8] (in this Act referred to as the principal Act), 

the person to whom any benefit from or by reason of 
the determination of the for the of the other provisions 
of that Act relating to reversion duty. 

(2) Where, whether before or after the passing of this Act, a lease 
of a land determines on the vesting of the lessor’s interest and the 
lessees the same person before the expiration of the term 
for which the lease was granted, the amount of the reversion duty (if 
uny) payable shall not be the full duty, but such an amount as would, 
with compound interest at the rate of four per centum per annum for 
the residue of the term for which the was granted, produce the 
amount of the full duty 

For the purposes of this provision the full duty means the duty (if 
any) which would have become payable if the lease had not deter- 
mined until the expiration of the term for which it was granted, and, 
if the total value of the land were at that time the same, as it is when 
the actually determines 

(3) No reversion duty shall be charg 
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(«) The lease at least fifty vears of its term to run; and 

(4) the total value of the land does not exceed five hundred pounds. 

(4) Where a lease of any land held upon trust for any body of 
persons is determined before the expiration of the term of the lease by 
the surrender thereof to the lessor upon the terms that he shall grant 
to those persons severally leases of various plots of land representing in 
the aggregate the whole of the land comprised in the pe lease, for 
1 term in each case equal to the unexpired term of the residue of the 
original lease, and at rents amounting in the aggregate to but not 
exceeding the rent reserved by the original ie, no reversion duty 
shall be payable on the determination of the lease : 

Provided that the shall, in any to which this provision 
applies, deliver an account under section fifteen of the principal Act in 
the same manner if were payable on the determina- 


tion of the lease. 
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(5) Sub-section (3) of section fourteen of the principal Act shall 
cease to have effect and shall be deemed never to have had effect. 

4. Amendment of s. 16 (2) (b) of the principal Act.) Twenty years 
shall be substituted for ten years as the limit of time for taking ex- 
penditure into account for the purposes of paragraph (6) of sub-section 
(2) of section sixteen of the principal Act. 

5. Amendment of s. 26 (1) of the principal Act.] Notwithstanding 
anything in sub-section (1) of section twenty-six of the principal Act, 
the Commissioners may, on the request of the owner of any pieces of 
land which are contiguous, and which do not in the aggregate exceed 
one hundred acres in extent, value those pieces of land together for 
the purposes of that Act, although those pieces of land are under 
separate occupation, if they are satisfied that in the special circum 
stances of the case it is equitable to do so; and any such valuation may 
be made under this provision, although any of the pieces of land have 
been valued before the passing of this Act, if the request for the 
valuation under this provision is made by the owner of the land 
within three months after the passing of this Act, and in that case 
any valuation previously made shall be of no effect. 

6. Saving in respect of the payment of increment value duty by 
certain statutory companies.) Notwithstanding anything contained in 
the principal Act, where under the provisions of any lease or agree 
ment any statutory company are required to pay over any part of the 
increment value of any land to His Majesty, or to any person on behalf 
of His Majesty, or any Department of Government, that part of the 
increment value shall, for the purposes of the provisions of the said 
Act as to the collection of increment value duty, be treated as incre- 
ment value arising in respect of land held by His Majesty. 

7. Right of Commissioners of Inland Revenue to appeal against 
decision of referee.] It is hereby declared that the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, if dissatisfied with the decision of a referee, have 
under sub-section (4) of section thirty-three of the principal Act a right 
of appeal to the High Court against the decision as persons aggrieved 
within the meaning of that provision. 

Part III. 
Income Tax. 

11. Assessment and recovery of part of supertax from wife in certain 
cases.]—(1) Where a husband is required under sub-section (2) of 
section seventy-two of the principal Act to make a return of his total 
income from all sources for the purpose of supertax and part of that 
total income is the income of his wife, the Special Commissioners may, 
if for any reason they consider that they are unable to obtain a satis 
factory return of the wife’s income from the husband, require the 
wife to make a return of her income, and in that case the wife shall 
be under the like obligation to make a return under the said section 
as if she were not married, and the husband shall be relieved from 
| obligation to make such a return as respects the income of the 
wile. 

(2) Where supertax is charged in a case where the wife has been 
required to make a return under the foregoing provision, such part 
of the total sum payable in respect of the supertax as bears the same 
proportion to that total sum as the wife’s income bears to the total 
income shall be assessed on and recoverable from the wife in lieu of 
the husband. 

(3) This section shall have effect with respect to the supertax charged 

for the year beginning the sixth day of April nineteen hundred and 
nine and for any subsequent year as if it had been contained in the 
principal Act, and the provisions of that Act, with regard to the 
assessment and collection of supertax, and the penalties for failure to 
make a return, shall apply accordingly. 
_ 12. Extension of the right to claim exemptions, &c., from income tax 
im certain cases to widows resident abroad who are in receipt of 
pensions.| The proviso to sub-section (1) of section seventy-one of the 
principal Act (which gives the right to persons resident abroad to 
claim relief, exemption, or abatement from income tax in certain cases) 
shall apply to a widow who is in receipt of a pension chargeable with 
income tax and granted to her in consideration of the employment of 
her late husband in the service of the Crown as it applies to the 
persons described in the proviso. 

13. Amendment as to ownership of securities for the purpose of 
& 71 (2) of the principal Act.] When the securities of a foreign State 
or British Possession are held under any trust, and the person who is 
the beneficiary in possession under the trust is the sole beneficiary 
In possession and can, by means either of the revocation 
of the trust or of the exercise of any powers under the trust, call 
upon the trustees at any time to transfer the securities to him absolutely 
free from any trust, that person shall be deemed to be the person 
owning the securities for the purpose of sub-section (2) of section 
seventy-one of the principal Act (which exempts from income tax 
under certain circumstances the interest and dividends of the securities 
of a foreign State or British Possession). 

14. Provisions as to payment of income tax in any year previously to 
the passing of the Act imposing the tax for that year.}—(1) Where in 
any income tax year any nae or quarterly payments have been 


made on account of any dividend, interest, or other annual profits or | 


gains, previously to the passing of the Act imposing the tax for that 
year, and income tax has not been charged thereon or deducted there- 
from, or has not been charged thereon or deducted therefrom at the 
rate ultimately charged for the said year, the amount not so charged 
or deducted shall be charged under Schedule D. in respect of those 





payments as profits or gains not charged by virtue of any other 
Schedule in accordance with the provisions contained in the sixth case 
of Schedule D. in section one hundred of the Income Tax Act, 1842 
(5 & 6 Vict. c. 35], and the agents entrusted with the payment of the 
dividends, interest, or other annual profits or gains shall furnish a 
list containing the names and addresses of the persons to whom pay 
ments have been made, and the amount of those payments, to the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue, upon a requisition made by the 
Commissioners in that behalf. 

(2) Any person liable to pay any rent, interest, or annuity, or to 
make any other annual payment, shall be authorised te make any 
deduction on account of income tax for any income tax year which he 
has failed to make previously to the passing of the Act imposing the 
tax for that year, or to make up any deficiency in any such deduction 
which has been so made on the occasion of the next payment of the 
rent, interest, or annuity, or making of the other annual payment after 
the passing of the Act so imposing the tax, in addition to any other 
deduction which he may be by law authorised to make, and shall also 
be entitled, if there is no future payment from which the deduction 
may be made, to recover the sum which might have been deducted as 
if it were a debt due from the person as against whom the deduction 
could originally have been made if the Act imposing income tax for the 
year had been in force 

(3) In this section the expression ‘income tax year ’’ means the year 
beginning the sixth day of April. 

Part IV. 
STAMPs. 

15. Exemption in certain cases of leases from increased stamp duty 
so far as consideration consists of a capital sum.| Where the considera 
tion, or any part of the consideration, for any lease or tack consists of 
any money, stock, or security (other than rent) the amount or value of 
which does not exceed five hundred pounds, and the instrument con 
tains « statement certifying that the transaction thereby effected does 
not form part of a larger transaction or of a series of transactions in 
respect of which the amount or value or the aggregate amount or value 
of the consideration other than rent exceeds five hundred pounds, 
section seventy-five of the principal Act shall not apply to the duty 
chargeable in respect of the consideration, or part thereof, which so 
consists of any money, stock, or security other than rent, but duty 
shall be charged in respect thereof as if that Act had not passed : 

Provided that this section shall not apply in any case where part of 
the consideration for any lease or tack consists of rent, and that rent 
exceeds the sum of twenty pounds a year. 

Part V.—Provisions as TO PayMENTs For Locan AUTHORITIES. 
Part VI.—Nationan Dest. 


Part VII.—MIsCELLANEFOUS. 
SCHEDULE. 
ENACTMENTS REPEALED. 


Extent of Repeal, 


Session and Chapter Short Title. 





10 Edw. 7, ¢. - | Finance (1909-10) | Section fourteen, sub-section 

Act, 1910 (3); section forty-four, 
. sub-section (1); the words 
* and on licences for motor 
cars” in sub-section (1) of 
section eighty-eight ; sub- 
section (3) of section 
eighty-eight ; and section 
ninety-one, 











Obituary. 
Mr. A. L. Hewitt. 
The death is announced of Mr. Arthur Lifford Hewitt, solicitor, of 
32, Nicholas-lane, London. He was admitted in 1881, and practised 


in partnership with Mr. Arthur Chapman, under the firm of Hewitt 
& Chapman. His death occurred from pneumonia after only a few 


days’ illness. 


Legal News. 


Appointments. 


| Mr. Jonn Backnouse Beckton, solicitor, 81, Castle-street, Carlisle, 
has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 


Mr. G. E. Frercner has been appointed Town Clerk of Bethnal 
Green. He has been Deputy Town Clerk for some time. 

Mr. A. A. Tostw K.C., M.P., has been appointed a Member of the 
General Council of the Bar, to fill the vacancy caused by the appoint- 
ment of Mr. Mellor, K.C., to be a county court judge. 
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Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Joun Wittiam Bickte and Osmuxp Writcock 
Wilcocks), Plyn outh May 8 [Gazette, 
Ertis Witttam Davies, 
(Ellis, 


solicitors (Bickle & 


May 19. 


Evan Jones, and Davip Grirriru Jones, 


solicitors Davies, & Jones), Carnarvon, Bethesda, Peny- 


groes, Llanrwst, and Blaenau Festini tg A} ril 14 So far as regarda 
the said David Griffith Jones, who retires from the firm bv effluxion | 
of time; the said Ellis William Davies and Evan Jones will continue 


to carry on the said business under the style or firm of Ellis Davies 


Jones & Jones as heretofore : the said David Griffith Jones will practise 





at Conw iy, in the county of Carnarvon |(fazetle, May 23. 
General. 

It is stated that, owing to ill health, Judge Willis. K.C.. county court 
judge for Greenwich, Woolwich, and Southwark. will t sit in those 
courts until after the Long Vacation 

The following notice is, savas the 7'i displaved at the Bow 
treet Police Court Phot« graphing in Court is strictly forbidden 
The officers have instructions to eject from the Court any one taking 
or attempting to t ike photogr iphe , 

In the report in our last week's issue of the Anniversary Festival 
of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association an omission made in not 
including the followin name ind amount ame ne the donations Mr 
A. Wightman, Sheffield, £73 158., of which £58 is his own personal 
pitt 

The benchers of the Middle Ts mple, who will give a banquet in 


their hall on Friday in commemoration of Thackeray's call to the bar 


on the 26th of May. 1848. do not. says a writer in the Globe. need 


to be reminded that there remain two buildings in the Temple with 
Which the great novelist was intimately associated At No. 1, Hare 
court, he struggled, in 1831, to acquire a‘liking for the law; at No. 2 
Brick court, where Goldsmith also had chambers, his name was upon 
the portals from 1854 to 1859 A bronze tablet has been placed upon 
No. 2, Brick-court, commemorative of Goldsmith's residence Why 


should not the hbenchers place another tablet upon the famous buildiu 


in memory of the author of ‘‘ Pendennis 


In giving evidence before the Commission on Public Records, on 
Wednesday, Mr. E. FE. B. Boehmer, Superintendent of Registry at the 


Home Office, said, according to the 7'imes, that there was an immense 
quantity of public records at the Home Office So bulky were the 
bundles into which they were tied that if thev were placed end on end 
they would make a column two miles high, and, in addition, there wer: 
many books and loose papers In 1830 some documents were taken 
from the Home Office to the old State Paper Office, and dealt with in 
a most irregular way They were given by some irresponsible person to 
a certain gentleman. On his death in 1867 there was a sale of his 


possessions, and important State documents were found in egg-boxes 
1 hey were then handed over to the Home Office again 


At the London conference last August of the International Law 
Association, says the American Law Review a paper on divorce in 
Canada and the United States was read by Professor F. P. Walton. 
the dean of the law fa ulty of MeGill I niversity of Montreal He 
shewed that divorce courts existed only in the Dominion in the mari 


time provinces of Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, and Prince Edward 
Island, and the Pacific province of British Columbia, but net in the 
others, but that in the other five provinces which held 80 per cent 
of the whole population of the country there were no divorce courts 
In these provinces divorce is only obtained through a statute passed 


by the Dominion Parliament, and since the Dominion was created, 
forty one years, only 14) divorces have been granted, a little over 
three a year And in that period in the provinces having divorce 


courte only 303 divorces have been granted The protessor concludes 
with this comparison ‘ During these forty years in which Canada has 
slowly been compiling this beggarly total of 443 divorces, the States 
of the neighbouring Republic have dissolved 1,274,341 marriages The 
population of Canada in 1867 stood to that of the United States about 
as one to twelve, and that ratio has not greatly varied up to the present 
time, when Canada has seven and a half millions, as against the ninety 
millions of the United States. Taking this proportion as roughly 
accurate for the years between 1867 and 1906, if divorces had been 
granted in the United States on the same scale as in Canada, they 
would have amounted to twelve times 431, that is to 5,172. instead of 
1,274,341. In other words, divorce is in the United States more than 
three hundred and twenty times as common as in Canada 
it is likely that it will become even more startling 
in the future For the popularity of divorce in the United States is 
increasing at a very rapid rate, about three times as fast as the 
increase in the population In 1867, divorces were about 27 per 
100,000, whereas in 1906 there were 86 divorces per 100,000 of the 
population. It is estimated that at present of the marriages celebrated 


is this contrast now 


in the United States about one in twelve is terminated by divorce, and 
the advantages of this great institution are only beginning to be 
appreciated. 


Startling as | 


* | June, 


It is stated that Lord Gorell is suffering from laryngitis following 
| influenza, and has been ordered to the seaside for a fortnight. 


In the House of Commons on Monday last, Captain Waring asked 
the Attorney-General whether, in view of the generally expressed desire 
that the Public Trustee Act should be so widened as to enable bene- 
ficiaries to compel their trustees to resign in favour of the Public 
Trustee, he could see his way to introduce legislation embodying such 
a proposal. The Attorney-General said :—This matter is under con 

| sideration, but in any event it is not proposed to introduce legislation 
during the present Session. 


It is announced that besides the ball in Gray's Inn Hall on 20th 
the Treasurer and Masters of the Bench will give a garden party 
in the gardens of the Inn on 29th June. It is expected that on both 

| nests will include a number of the distinguished Colonial 
| vho will be in England at the time of the Coronation. For 
| the ball the interior of the Elizabethan hall, which is noteworthy for 
| its old oak screen and panelling, will be decorated with masses of red 


occasions the 


Visitors 


ind white roses. The garden party will take place on the day of the 


| visit of the King and Queen to the City, and on their return journey 
from the Guildhall their Majesties will pass along Theobalds-road, 

which adjoins the north side of the gardens. At this point a stand 

| will be erected, from which the guests will be able to see the Royal 

| Procession.—On Saturday, ist July, the Benchers will give an enter 

| tainment to 1,000 children drawn from the elementary schools of the 

| district Tea will be pre vided, together with presents for the little 
visitors, and there will be games, races, and a ‘‘ minstrel performance 
for their amusement. 








The Yost Typewriter Company, Ltd., have been honoured with thé 
Warrant of Appointment as typewriter manufacturers to Her Majesty 
| the Queen This company already holds a similar Warrant to His 
| Majesty the King 


** Merlin on Interpleader in the High Court and County Courts.” 
By 8. P. J. Merlin, Barrister-at-Law. Price 6s. Butterworth & Co., 
| Bell-yard, W.C. [Apvr.] 





Royan Navan Cortnece, Ostorne.—-For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer”’ (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W. [Apvrt.] 


Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota ov Rearsteass tx ATTENDANCE OF 











Emenozxcy Aprrrat Covst Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
Date. Rota. No, 2, Jovon. Swinvew Eapy. 
Monday May 29 Mr Farmer Mr Leach Mr Theed Mr Borrer 
Tuesday evcee OO Bloxam Farner Church Leach 
Wednesday 31 Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Thursday June 1 Church Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
| Priday ......0... 2 Synge Church Greswell Theed 


} 


| 
| 


| 





Mr, Justice 


Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NeviLie. 5 


Parken. Eve. 
Mr Synge Mr Beal 


Mr. Justice 
Wanrainoror. 


Monday May 20 Mr Goldschmidt Mr Bloxam 


Date. 


Tuesday .+....0 30 Greswell Theed Goldschmidt Borrer 
Wednesday...... 31 Beal Church Greawell Loach 

Thuraday June 1 Borrer Syne Beal Farmer 
Friday .......0100 2 Leach Goldschmidt Borrer Bloxam 


The Whitsun Vacation will commence on Saturday, the 3rd day of Jane, and 
terminate on Tuesday, the 6th day of June, 1911, both days inclusive. 


. * i 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, May 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep 1s Caancsry. 

Avereattan Execrercat Oo, Liartep—Creditora are required, on or before June 2), 
to send their names and adareeses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
KE. Pears, 20, Copthall-avenue, liqaidator 

Bossnarpt Caermme Process, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented May !!, 
directed to be heard at the County Court House, Albion-place, Leeds, June 1%, #& 
10.90, W.& E. H. Foster, Leeds, solors for the petners. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not iater than 6 o’cluck in the afternoon of Jane 17 

Coxatsr & Sons, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before June 3, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, w George Walter 
Dash and John Wade Coxeter, 40, Park Ead st, Oxford, liquidators 

G. Asror & Sons, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented May 16, directed t> be heard 
May 30. McKenna & Co, Basinpghall st, solors for the petuers. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 2” 
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Grixpe Marsow D’Avromonties, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented May 12, 
direc’ed to be heard May 30. Hilbery & Son, South eq, Gray’a inn, rolora for the 
petners. Notice of avpearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock 
in the afternoon of May 29 

Howaro Farrae Rontvson & Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or bafore Jons 20, to 
rend their names and abdrerses, and particulars of their debts or claims, t> E. W. 
Borcham, Egypt House, New Broad st, Kimbers & Boatman, Lombard st, 
solors to the liquidator 

Loxpow Prorgetizs Devetorment Corporation, Ltn—Petn for winding up. presented 
May 17, directed to be heard May 30. Munnes & Longden, 4», Fraderick’s pl, Old 
Jewry, solors for the retnr. Notice of appearing must reach ths above named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 29 

R. J. Ferevsow & Co, Lto—Creditors are required, on or before July 1, to send in 
their names and addresses, and the perticulara of their debts or claima, to Ar-bur 
Domenico Brooke, Imperial chmbrs, Halifax. Richardson, Brighouse, solor for the 
linuida’or 

8. X. Amzatep Water Co, Lrp — Creditors are required, on or before June 16, to | 
send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debta or claims, to 
Frederick Leopold Burnside, 8, Woodlands rd, Levtonstone, liquidator 

Surenro Trapiwe Byxpicats, L7p—Petn for winding up, presented May 18, directed 
tobe heard May 30. Neale, Queen Victoria et, solor for the vetner. Notice of 
~ Aa must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 

ay 29 

Swan Crnemaroorarn Taeatar Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before June 

24, to vend their names and addresses, with particniars of their debte or claima. to 

George Grint and Herry Thomas Dutfield, 7z, Fore st. Moodie & Sons, Basinghal! 

av, solors for the Hquidator 


| 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 23 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep 1m Owancerr. 


CHALLENGE FLOORING, LTb—Creditors are required, on or before Jane 10, to s°nd their 
names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to F. Stanley Morris 
41, North John st, Livernool, liquidator 

FouLer’s Boot Co, Ltp (tN LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before June 1, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of the debts or claims, to 
Frederick William Allen,'7 and 8, Railway app, London Bridge. Mellor & Coleman, 
Fore st, solors for the liquidators 

NETHERLANDS PROMOTION SYNDICATE, LTD) —Creditors are required on or before June 39, 


to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims to 
Harold Walters, 15, Geerge st, Mansion House, liquidstor 
ROLLER RINK CONSTRUCTION CO OF GREAT BRITAIN, LT D—Creditors are required, on or 


before June 1,to send their names and address’s, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to James MeClintock McIntosh, 6, Cherry st, Birmingham, liquidator 

RYKNIELD Moror Co, LT)—Creditors are required, on or before June 12, to serd their 
nemes and addresses, and the particalars of their debts or claims, to John Ernest 
Pritchard, 115, Colmore row, Birmingham. Talbot & Co, Burton on Trent, solors to 
the liquidator 

TASKER, Sons & Co, LTD—Creditors are repnired, on or befora June 14, to send in their 
names and addresses. and particulars of the debts or claims, to George 8. Greening, 15 

Norfolk row, Sheffield, liquidator 

W. F. Gork & Co, Ltp--Creditors are required, on or before June 18, to send in their 
rames and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims to Leonie Souvoroff 
Blumenthal, 10, Campden Hill ct, Kensington, liquidator 

YARMOUTH HOTELS,’ LTD—Creditors are required, on or before July 6, to send in 
their names ani addresses, and the particulars of their debts or c'aims to George 
Henry Burton, 4, Bloomsbury pl. Clapham & Co, colors for the liquidator 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


| ABBOTT, HENRY, Swaton, Linonln, Blacksmit June 21 
| 





May 29.—Messrs Hawrrow & Sons, at the Mart, at 2: Ilouses and Leasehold Invest 
ment (ree advertisement, page 490, May 6). 

May 29,.—Mr. Geo. C. Luck, at the Mart, at 2: Freeho'd Ground Rents (see adver- 
tisement, page iii, May 20). 

May 30, June 13 and 16, Jaly 4 and 18. —Messra. Denenuam, Teweon, Ru warpsow, & 
eo ,at the Mart, at 2: Residences, Leasehold Ground Renta, Freehold Pr pervies, | 
Residences, Ground Renta, Residential Propertie, and Freehold Estate (see advertise- 
ment, pages iv and v, May 20). 

May 8), June 12, 27, and July.—Mesare. Harxopns, Lrp., Freehold Residential 
Estates, Residences, &c. (see afverusement, rage v, May 20), 

May 31.—Mesers. Humerer & Furr, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Groand Rents (see 
Sdvertisement, page v, May 20). 

June 1. Mesess H. E. Foster & Cranrrarn, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions, St ares, 
&c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

June 7 and 14, and July 11.—Messre. Doveras Youwe & Co., at the Mart, at 2: 
Shops, Freehold Residences, &c., and Freehold Residential Estate (see advertisement, | 


page ii, May 20). 
June 8—Mr. Josern Srowrr, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Land, Residential 
Estates, Freehold Ground Rents (see advertirement, pegs ii, May 29), 
June 12.—Mesera. Norton, Trist & Giinert, at the Mart: Freehold Building Site, 
aleo letting of Ku lding Site on Lease (see advertisement, back page. this weak). 
June }2.--Messrs, Duwcaw & Kimpron,at the Mart at 2: Freebold Pioperty (see | 
advertisement, page ii, May 20). 
aim 12,—Mesars. Danist Suirn, Son & Oaxury, at the Mart, at 2: Town Resi- | 
ry Freehold Ground Rents, &c. («ee advertisement, back page, tois week). 
af une 13 and 14—Mesara. Epwiw Fox, Bousyie.p, Buexetrs, & Bappeiey, and Mr. 
M. Hoveston, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents and Freehold Building 
r (see advertisement, page iii, this week). 
one 15.—Mesars. Eowin Fox, Bovsrrevp, Buanerrs, & Banogrey, at the Mart, at 2: 
Freehold Building Bite (see advertisement, back page, May 13), 
ylune 15.—Mesare. Hamprom & Sons, av the Mart, at 2: Leasebold Investment and | 
ension (see advertisement, page v, May 20), | 
P — 19.—Messrs, Tucketr & Sor, at the Mart, at2: Frecho'd Building Land and | 
yon House (see advertisement, bac page, this week), 
B aly 19.—Mesera. Rusa wortH & Brows, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold House, 
ueiness Premises, Residences, &c. (see advertisement, page iii, May 20). 








Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazette.—Torspay, May 23. 


Msumose, Hauyny, Peterborough, Farmer and Builder Jane 30 Hammond y 

— mene, Parker,J Veasey & Co, Queen’s House, Queen st 
: AMURL, Spelahurst rd, King Edward’s rd, South Hackney, Timber Merchant | 
Jane 30 Hunt v Pritchard and Others, Swinfen Eady and Neville, JJ Overy, 
Rood In, Fenchurch st 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


Under 22 23 Vict. cap. 35 
Last Day or Cram. 


FRIDAY, May 19 
Smith & Co, Horbling, Folking- 


London Gazett 


ham 
APPLEYARD, FREDERICK ERNEST, Surbiton, Surrey June 2° Tuppen, Bedford row —- 


ARDLEY, ALBERT OAKLEY, Queen's rd, Peckham, Licensed Victualler June 24 Bayley 
& Co Bank chmbrs, Tower Bridge r 

ARMFIELD, ELizA, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 
walk 

ARMSTRONG, ROBERT, Newcastle uopn Tyne July 3 





June 16 Johnson & Co, King’s Bench 
Brown & Son, Newcastle upon 


ryne 
BAILEY, Wii.taAM, Longsight, Manchester June 99 Scholes & Farrington, Man- 


hester 
BAKER, CHARLES, Leicester June 17 Toller & Co, Leicester 
BELL, GrorGr. Claughton, Birkenhead July 8 Weightman & Co», Liverpool 
BELL, MARY, Eastbourne June 19 Ranson & Co, Sunderland 
BincH. Epwarp, Newhall, Derby June 30 J & WJ Drewry & Newbold, Burton upon 
l ent 
Roviey. Rev ApA™. MA, Aislaby, nr Whitby, Yorks Jalv 19 Locking & Co, Hall 


Brown, ALFRED, Great Yarmouth, Fish Merchant May 97 Ferrier & Ferrier, Great Yar- 


mouth 
BROWNE, EmMA CAROLINE, Hove, Sussex June 17 Whiteway, Brighton 
BUCKLE, KATHERING, Leice-ter June 0 Simpson, Leicester 
CHAPPELLE. ALBERT EowARD BARNSDPALL, Ratcliffe on Trent, Nottingham June 30 
Jebs & Tunnard, Bo ton, Lincs 
CHAPPELLE, HARRIET, Boston, Linco'n June 
CiReG, THomMAs, Hampton Court. Middlesex July 1 


 Jebb & Tunnard, Boston 
Stanton & Hudson, Cannon st 


Crick, Isaac, Ampthill, Bed’ord, Nurseryman June 24 Sharman & Treth wy, 
Ampthill . ; 
Cross_ey, JouN, Oswa'dtwistle, Reed and Heald Manufacturer June 17 Reddish, 
Blackburn 
June 39 Rhodes & Wall, Bradford 


DAWSON, GRORGE FREDERICK, Bradford 


DE PARADE, LAUKA, Sunderland rd, Forest Hill Jone 10 Grant & Co, Strand 


DEWHURST, HAROLD, Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn June 24 James & Co, Cole- 
man et . . 
Dunn, JAMES, Upper Tollington nk, Hornsey June 30 Mo'e& Son, Gray's inn sq 
July 1 Buchannan & *ichardson, Guisborough 


Fow cer, Francis, Guishbor uch, York 

GAMBLE, Gvor@e, Hove, Sassex Jun Brawis & Sons, St Holens 

GkACH, CAROLINE, Lostwithel Junel® Edyvean, Bodmin 

Gipson, GEORGE HENRY, High Wycombe, Buckingham June 18 Ratland & Taylor, 
High Wycombe 

GRINT, ELIZA, New Southgats June 19 Godwin & Son, Wool Exchange 

HANNAFORD, ANN, Plymouth June 19 Kellock & Co, Totnes 

HANSON, ELIZABETH, Burton upon Trent June 22 Drewry & Newbold, Burton upon 

trent 

Haywoop Jous, Selly Oak, Worcester June 20 Adcock & Simmons, Pirmingham 

HoWARTH, RICHARD, So verby Bridge, York June 24 Dickons & Aked, Halifax 

HUMPHREYS, JRANNETTE NAPOLI, West Malliog, Kent June 30 Johnson & Co, New 


sq. Lincolu’s inna 
1OHNSON, MARY ANN, Cobridge, Stoke on Trent June 15 Padlock & Sone Hanley 
KERN, FREDERICK ASCAN, Donmark hil, Surrey July 19 Clarke & Co, Gresham 
Hou-e, Old Broad st , F 
LIDGERWOOD, WILLIAM VAN VLECK, Morristown, New Jersey, U 8 A, Merchant June 30 
Armitage & Co, Bishops ste 
MARTINEZ, ELIAS Nunez, Portsiown rd, Maida Vale June 21 
Finsbury circus 
MILNES, ThomMAS HENRY, P 


& Co. Birmingham 
NEWLING. MAUDE ALICE, Bournemouth June 30 Burt, Bournemouth 
PAKKINS, GRACK, Carlisle June Blackburn & Main, Carlisle 
PATEMAN, JouN, Leicester, Joiner Jnne 30 Stevenson & Son, Leicester 
PRATT. HENRY JACKMAN, Besley, Worcester Jone #0 Riley, Halitax 
RANDALL. SARAH ANN, Ramagate, Kent Jone 20 Morgan, Hastings 
RANDOLPH, ELLEN CATHERINE, Bonchurch, lof W June 23) Russeil & Co, Norfolk 6: 
RAWLEY. WILLIAM, Tunbridge Wells Augi Taylor & Taylor, New Broad st 
ROWBOTHAM, HENRY MAKIN, Deltota, Ceylon, Tea Planter June 3) Burton & Co, 
Surrey st 
SeNTOR, WILLIAM, Oldham June 30 Halliwell, Oldham 
SHARMAN. JOHN PARKER, Cardiff, Commercial Traveller June 19 Pethybridg:, Cardiff 
SIMKIN, JOHN JaMEs, Birmingham, Beer Retailer June 3) Bickley & Lynex, Bir- 
mingham 
SNOWBALL, JouN, Scarborough June 26 
Squire, HARRY HALL, Wellington ter, Bayawaterrd June 12 
bourne grove 
STANHAM, EDWARD Moore, Monte Video, Uruguay June 19 
chester st 
TRUMAN, ROBERT, Sunderland June 20 J & W J Robinson, Sunderland 
Wabk, JouN, Lianelly, Chemist June 20 Kammerer, Lianelly 
WARREN, HENRY JouN, Hayle, Cornwall June 30 “Thomas, Camborne, Cornwall 
WATERS, ISABELLA, Cornford grove, Balham May 27 Hepworth & Co, South pl, Fins- 


Lindo & Co, Weat st, 


maenmawr, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler June 24 Lane 


Birdsall & Cross, Scarborough 
Welman & Sons, West- 


Bischoff & Co, Great Win- 


> 


bury . 
Wripr, FRANCIS BLAKE, Southampton, Chemist June 30 Hallett & Martin, South- 
ampton 
Wricn MATILDA, Dalston In, Hackney Downs July 20 Houghtoa & Sons, Finsbury 
pymt 


London Gazette. — TUESDAY, May 23. 


Morgan & Co, Stafford 
Gregsons & Powell, Southend on Sea 
June 27 trey & Co, Weston 


BALI, ELIZA, Stafford June 30 

BARNS, Marky ANN, Southend, Easex Jtine 30 

BARTLETT, GEORGE, Worle, Somerset, Market Gardener 
super Mare 

BELL, WILLiaM, Lancaster, Brewer and Wine Merchant 
caster 

BRENTNALL, CAROLINE, South Yarra, 
Queen Anne's gate, Westminster 

BrovuaaTon, HANNAH, Barton on Humber Junel 

BULMER, WILLIAM JosEPH, Aysgarth, Yorks June 20 

CHAMBERS, BENJAMIN ELLIS COATES, Haslemere, Surrey 
Sheffield 

CLIXBY, SARAH ANN, Gainsborough June 30 Clinton & Co, Chancery In 

Cookk, Rev ARTHUR HENRY, Liskeard, Cornwall June 30 Shackell, St Austell 

CRABB, FREDERICK THOMAS, Manchester, Merchant June 20 Whitworth, Manchester 

ELWIN, ROBERT SYMES, Sunderland May 31 Dixon & Barker. Sunderland 

ENGLAND, Jog, Sheffield, Brass Founder July 5 Irons, Sheffield 

GALTon, Sir FARNCIS, Rutland gate May 31 Wragge & Co, Birmingham 

GARNETT, ANNIE, Barmouth, North Wales June 24 Kenny & Stephenson, Waterford, 
Ireland 

GRORGE, JAMES, Redgrave rd, Putney 
Upper Richmond rd, Putney 

GRIEVES, JEMIMAH DINAH, Ludiow, Salop, June 20 

HAMMOND, ROBERT, Whittington rd, Bowes Park, Middlesex July 1 
Sugar, Gresham bldgs, Kasinghall st 

HAMPSON, SARAH, Radcliffe, Lancs July 5 Woodcock & Sons, Bury 

HIGLETT, ELIZABETH, Pocklington, York Junel Powell, Pocklington 

HILL, Joseru, Heaton, Bradford July 10 Greaves & Greaves, Bradford 


June 24 Hall & Co, Lan 
Victoria, Australia July 4 Sladen & Wing, 
Nowell & Son, Barton on Humber 


Ward, Newcastle upon Tyne 
June 80 Rodgers & Co 


Horticultural Sundriesman July 18 Taylor 


Weyman & Co, Ludlow 
Debenham & 
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Boewar, s¥, ALDERT JAMES, . Seatten, Devon, Butcher June 
JAMES, LosEeRT, Leeds June’ HT & W Palian, Leeds 
JAUNCEY, HELEN. Lisbon, Portugal June 19 
Jounsos, Joun Surru, Birtley, Durham Jane 80 
KENNEDY, 7 ALTER, New 
Hall, Newcastle upon Tyne 

LATTER, Ric HARD, Bath June 24 Withy, Bath 

LIPMAN, JEANNETTE, Manchester June) Sutton & Co, 
Loewe, Emi Jac os, Baden House, Camdentq July 6 


MACKARNESS, JOHN EVELYN, 
Strand 
MILLWARD, WILLIAM HENRY, Malvern July 7 
MORKIS, CHARLES, Erdington, Warwick, Corn Merchant 
Noves, Joun, Tunbridge Wella July 8 
OpbyY, Amos, Wibsey, Bradford June 12 
OLDY, Rose, Wibsey, Bradford June 12 
ORME, FRANCIS HEANS, Alderley Edge, 
Ponsonby & Carlile, Uldham 
PATTINSON, ANN, Appleth*aite, Westmorland June 30 
PURCHASE, FREDERICK CHARLES, Swansea June 20 
RENSHAW, JAMES EDWARD, Bury, Cotton Waste Spinner 
Bury 


Bletchley, Bucks 


Newell, 


Chester, 


Bankruptcy Notices. |, 


London Gazette Vatpay, May 19. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aveatix, Gronce, Herne Bay, Kent, Dairyman 
Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

Bawtock, Taomas, Cocktield, Suffolk, Wheelwright Bury 
St Edmunds Pe t May 15 Ord May 15 | 

Bronte, Jaues Binv, Darlington, Tailor 
Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Bown, Tuomas Bowmen, Sunder'and, Joiner 
Pet May 17 Ord May 17 

Boves, Wiittam, Hemlington, York, Market Gardener 
Middlebrougo Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Buarrawarre, Henry, Hengoed, Glamorgan, Colliery | 
Labourer Merthyr Tydfil Pet May 17 Ord May 17 

Baawaice, Rionanp Tuomas, Leeds, boot Dealer Leeds 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Cuarman, A, Staines, Middlesex, 
Kingston, Surrey Pet May5 Ord May 16 

Cuanxe, Isaac Tuomas, Wrexham, Commercial Traveller 
Wrexham Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Curwiraos, Jouw CAtana, Whitley Bay, 
LAcensed Victualler Newcastle upon Tyne 
Ord May 15 

Davina, Evaw, Aberfan, 
Tydfil Pet May 16 

Davins, 8 G, Cadoxton, 
May 4 Ord May 16 

Davina, Wittiam Geononr, Swansea, Shipping Clerk Swan 
sea Pet May 17 Ord May 17 

Dowsetieey, Hewry, Manchester, Builder 
Pet May 17 Ord May 17 

Duseraw, Wittsam, Derby, Saddler 
Ord May 17 

Fiack, Lewis, Berwick st,S8o0ho High Court Pet May 17 
Ord May 17 | 

Fisnen, Tuomas Pasxtxson, Kingston upon Hull, Butcher | 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 15 Ord May 1 

CGimeos, Gronos, Sheffield, Travelling Draper 
Pet May 17 Ord Ma 

Gary, Reveew Mittow, hafoa, Swansea, Wholesale Ware- 
houseman Swansea Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Heweeet, Isaac, Nomansland, Wilts, Baker Salisbury 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Hucken, Jamea, Slough, Bucks, Baker 
15 Ord May 15 

Taow+tpa-Bax, Peance Bownam, Bournemouth Poole Pet 
May 1! Ord May 17 

Jackson, Writiam, Wainfleet All Saints, Lincs, Gardener 
Boston Pet May 16 Ord May 16 | 

Kevvaut, Witttam, West Derby, Liverpool, Builder 
Liverpool Pet April 26 Ord May 16 

Kewnxepy, Bart, Southampton st, Strand, 
Court Pet Jan 21 Ord May 17 

Lixspesy, Jaues Jous, Upper Kennington In 
Victualler's Manager High Court Pet May 16 
May 16 

Mowraoun, Witiiam, Fenchurch st, Manufacturer's Agent | 
High Court Pet Mar® Ord May 17 

Pannen, Faawn Carry, Sa'e, nr Manchester, Tailor Man 
chester Pet May 15 Od May 16 


Canterbury 


Stockton on Tees | 


Bunderland 


Licensed Victualler | 


Northumberland, | 
Pet May 15 


Merthyr Tydfil, 
Ord May 16 | 
ne Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet 


Collier Merthye 


| 
j 
| 
Manchester 


Derby Pet May 1i 


r 
Sheffield | 


Windsor Pet May 


Author High 


Licensed | 
Ord 


a4  Hellier, Honiton 


Druces & Attlee, Billiter sq 
Carpenter, Durham 
castle upon Tyne, Restaurant Keeper 


Manchester 

Davis, Moorgate st 
LOGIg, ELLEN CLEMENTINA, Chariton id, Blackheath June 24 Styer, Fenchurch st 
June 30 Russell & Co, 


Pointon & 
June 24 
Cheale & Pon, Tunbridge Weils 

Bradford 

Newell, Bradford 

Gas Meter Manuficturer July 4 


Bolton & Bolton, Kendal 
Curtis & Son, Neath 


| Wavrers, ALneat, Balcombe, Sussex, Builder 


| Hewnrer, Isaac, 


May 27, tgr1. 





SALTER, WILLIAM, Folkestone, Laundryman July 1 


Bradley & Hulme, Folkestone 


ScoTT, FREDERIOK, JAMES, Astonville st, Wandsworth June 24 Sloper & Co, High at, 


Wandsworth 
SHAH, 
SMITH, JAMES 


June 30 Maughan & 


Norfolk at, 
TULL, 


Evershed, Birmingham 
Locker, Birmingham 


minster 
& Leonard, Barnsley 
June 16 


verhampton 


June 30 Butcher & Barlow, WooDALL, HENRY 


yne 
raYLor, MARY, Lytham, Lancaster 


WILLMoRE, WILLIAM GsoRGE, Wirtemberg st, Claphim, Solicitors’ 
Morton & Patterson, Old lewry chmbrs 
WOLVERHAMPTON, Rt Hon HENRY HARTLEY, First Viscount July1 Fowler & Co, Wol- 


MITCHELL, 


AGA SHUMSUDIN, Jermyn st June 25 Latteys & Hart, Leadenhall st 

THOMAS WILLIAM, Sedlescombe, Sussex June 26 Martin & Co, King st 
SPACKMAN, LOUISA, Bromley, Kent 
TAYLOR, BRivGst, Lytham, 
TAYLOR, GeoroR, Birmingham June 2 Frost, 
PAYLOR HENRY EDMUND, Whickham House, Durham Juae20 Ward, Newcastle upon 


June 30 Hodge, Bromley 


Lancaster June 19 Sprake & Son, Accrington 


Birmingham 


June 19 Sprake & Son, Accrington 


ELIZABETH, Bournemouth June 20 Guillaume & Sons, Bournemouth 
Westsy, EpMuND WriGut, Pall Mall 


Jaly i Sladen & Wing, Queen Anne's gt, West. 


WHITELEY JOHN, Silkstone Common, or Barnsley, York, Farmer June 16 Carrington 


Managing Clerk 


High st, Wandsworth, Brush Manufacturer June 2 


Sloper & Co, High s*, Wandsworth 


Panairt & Co, Mark In, East India Merchants 
Pet April 25 Ord May 17 
avewtcrorr, Josrru, Bolton, Tobacconist 
Ord May 17 
. Guiseley, Yorks 


High Court 
Bolton Pet 


Leeds Pet May 16 Ord 
Atexayper, Newmarket, Cambs, Watchmaker 

Cambridge Pet May 17 Ord May 17 

Royos, Wiisttam, Middleton, Lancaster, Licens:d Victual- 
ler Oldhom Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Runeay, Hesny Cuances, Curtain rd, Shoreditch, Uphol- 
sterer High Court Vet May 15 Ord May 15 

Suanee, Warten James, Brighton, Grocer Brighton 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

SaHorrock, Heavert, Blackburn, Joiner 
May 17 Ord May 17 

Tayvior, Arruva, Mortimer, Berks Reading Pet May 4 
Ord May 1% 

Taoay, Atrarp Lewra, Tabernacle st, Finsbury, Printer 
High Court Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Tuoar, Henny, Dewsbury, York, Tea Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet May 17 Ord May 17 


Blackburn Pet 


Brighton 
Pet May 17 Ord May 1 

Woovnatt, Jaues Wittram, jun, Ramagate, 
Canterbury Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Wrcutr, Groras Russert, Southampton, 
Southampton Pet May 15 Ord May 15 


Builder 


Sign Writer 


FIRS! MEETINGS. 


Bastrock, Tuomas, Cockfleld, Suffolk, Wheelwright May 
29 at 12.15 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Besxert, Percy, Penarth, Glam, Ship Store Merchant 
May 20 at 12 117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 

Bencema, Perave Apaianvs, St Mary Church, 
May Sat2 Off Rec,9, Bodford circus, Exeter 

Baamaiir., Ricwuas Thomas, Leeds, Boot Dealer May 29 
at 11.80 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Baatros, Hexeear Epwarp, Gravesend, Kent, Mineral 
Water Manufacturer May 29 at 3.30 115, High st, 
Rochester 

Camenos, Jouw Mc Laon, Lindfield, Sussex May 20 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Bankruptcy bidgs (Room 76), Carey st 

Canmicnags, Perer Mavatos Srewaarrt, Brighton, Motor 
Eogineer May 29 at 12 Off Rec, Bankruptcy bldgs 
(Room 76), Carey st 

Expersy, Farp, Gayton le Marsh, Lincs, Farmer May 27 
at 10.30 Off Ree, 8t Mary's chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Friack, Laws, Berwick st, Soho, Working Tailor May 3) 
atl Off Rec, Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Fisaga, Tuomas Parkinson, Kingstqn upon Hull, Butcher 
May 30 at 11.30 Off Ree, York City Bank chmbrr, 
Lowgate, Hull 


Devon 


Faswen, Siosey, Bury 8t Edmunds, Coal Merchant May 


30 at 11.90 Angel Motel, Bury 8t Edmunds 

Gvuoveas, Eayest Caantes, Matlock, Derby May 27 at 1 
Off Rec, 5, Victoria bldgs, London rd, Derby 

Hearn, Eowarp Faepericx, Great Yarmouth, 
May 27 at 12 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

| eeaneen Farpeaiwcx, Chandler's Ford, Hants, 
May 29 at 12 14, Bedford row 

Nomanaland, Wilta, Baker May 

Off Rec, City chmbra, Catherine st, Salisbury 


Clerk 
Builder 


30 at 1 





| Beamurut, 





Homece, Evira Mary, Malton, York May 29 at 4 Of 
Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

Jones, Joun Davies, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Outfitter 
May 31 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

K exnepy, Baar, Southampton st, Strand, Author May 9 
atl Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey et 

Kitcusxer, E E, Wolverton, Bucks, Boot Dealer May 
27 at 12 Off Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

Linpsey, James Jouxs, Upper Kennington In, Licensed 
Victualler’s Manager May 29 at 12 Bankruptcy 
Lidgs, Carey st 

Mortaour, Witttam, Fenchurch st, Manufacturer's Agent 
May 30 at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Pansitt & Co, Mark In, East India Merchants Jure 1 
atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Repvmay, Lucy, Guiseley, York May 2 atll Of Ree, 
24, Bond at, Leeds 

Rives, Tuomas Sournwoers, Ormskirk, Lancs, Outfitter 
May 29 at 2.30 Off Kec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpoo! 

Ronerts, Davio Jonx, Blaenau Festiniog. Merioneth, 
Electrical Driver June 2 at 12 County Police bigs, 
Blaenau Festiniog 

Rusery, Henry Chances, Curtain rd, Shoreditch, 
Upholsterer May 31 at 12 Bankruptcy bidg:, 
Carey et 

Suarnee, Warren James, ae Grocer May 30 at 12 
Off Ree, 12a, —s h pl, Brighton 

Tuorys, Atrarp Lewis, rnacie st, Finsbury, Printer 
May 31 at 1 irew bldgs, Carey st 

Waters, Apert, Balcombe, Sussex, Builder May 30 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 12a, Mariborough pl, Brighton 

Woopuatt, James Wittiam, jun, Ramsgate, Builder 
May 27 at 11.15 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Waicat, Grorce Russatt, Southampton, Signwriter 
May 29atli Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 
Southampton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Avusrix, Groner, Herne Bay, Kent, Dairyman Canterbury 
Pet May 12 Ord May 12 

Bax1ock, Taomas, Cockfield, Suffolk, Wheelwright Bury 
St Edmunds Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Beoots, James Brap, Darlington, Tailor Stockton on Tees 
Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Berosms, Perave Apatanve, St Mary Church, Devon 
Exeter Pet April2é Ord May 17 

Bowp, Taomas Bowmen, Sunderland, Joiner 
Vet May 17 Ord May 17 

Boyes, Witt1am, Hemlington, York, Market Ga.dener 
Middlesbrough Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Brartnwaite, Henry, Hengoed, Glam, my Labourer 
Merthyr Mydfil Pet May 17 Ord May 

Ricuarp Tuomas, Leeds, Boot Pate Leeds 

Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Crarxe, Isaac Tuomas. Wrexham, Commercial Traveller 
Wrexham Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Cirmirsos, Jonn CAtays, Jarrow, Durham, License 
Victualler Newcastle upon Tyne Pet May 15 Ord 
May 15 

ConoxeL, Eowarp Emanvet, Edgware + Cigar Merchant 
High Court Pet May 5 Ord May 1 

Dameer, Anruvea Carrer, Forde hag Kent, 
Tunbridge Wells Pet April 13 Ord May is 


Sunderland 


Fa mt 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


MOORGATE STEHRUBT, Lonpownm, 


ESTABLISHED i” «61880. 


w.co. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana supervision of the Corporation. 


a 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting ia Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be seat 
ea application. 
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Davizs, eo Aberfan, Merthyr Tydfil, Collier Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet May 16 Ord May 16 

Davies, Wits —— oe Bhipping Clerk | 
Swansea Pet May 17 Ord May 

Dowxecusy, Hewny, Manchester, Builder Manchester Pet 
May ll Ord Ma 

peeeras, _— te Saddler Derby Pet May 17 
Ord May 1 

a. ti Parkixsox, Kingston upen Hull, ' eee 

ton upon Hull Pet May 15 Ord May 1 

Pum * .ewis, Berwick st, — Working Tuller High 

Court Pet May 17 Ord May 


Giuecett, Epwunp Cosiert, Paimead rd, Holloway High 
urt } 


Pet April 19 Ord May 17 

G@uvov, Groner, <= Travelling Draper Sheffield 
Pet May 17 Ord Ma 

Gary, Reveew Mirrors, afod. Swansea, Wholesale Ware- 
houseman Swansea Pet May15 Urd May 15 

Heats, Eovwaap Faepesicx, Great Yarmouth, Clerk 
Great Yarmouth Pet May 10 Ord May 15 

Hexoest, Isaac, Nomansland, Wilts, Baker Salisbury 
Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Hucxes, James, Slough, Bucks, Baker Windsor Pet May 
15 Ord May 15 

Hype, Wittiam Jamas, Aldersgate st, Trimming Manu- 
facturer High Court Pet Mayil Ord May 16 


Jackson, Witttam, Wainfleet All Saints, Lincs, Gardener | 


Boston Pet May 16 a. May 16 


Lispexy, James Jouy, ‘~~ Kennington In, Licensed | 
i 


Victualler’s Manager gh Court Pet May 16 Ord 


May 16 


Myens, Isaac, Sutherland av, Maida Vale High Court 


Pct Novi6é Ord May 16 

Panker, Franx Caney, Sale, nr Manchester, Tailor 
Manchester Pet May 15 Ord May 15 

Ravexsceort, Joszru, Bolton, Tobacconist Bolton Pet 
May 17 Ord May 17 

Ray, Crarexce Epwix, Robertsbridge, Sussex, Farmer 
Hastings Pet April 29 Ord May 16 

ome, mn, Guiseley, Yorks Leeds Pet May 16 Ord 

y 


Roray, ALexanper, Newmarket, Cambs, Watchmaker | 


bridge Pet May 17 Ord May 17 


Rorps, Wittiam, Middleton, Lancaster, pened Victual- 


ler Oldham Pet May 16 Ord May 

Ruseay, Hewry Cuanies, Curtain rd, shore, Uphol- 
sterer High Court Pet May 15 ‘Ord May 15 

Suanre, Watrer James, Brighton, Grocer Brighton Pet 
May 15 Ord May 18 

Suorzoce, Hersert, Blackburn, Joiner Blackburn Pet 
May 17 Ord May 17 

Srintixno, ALeExXanpeRr Cuarces, Leadenhall st, Stock Dealer 
High Court Pet Jan 13 Ord May 13 

—, Conwetivs, and Argraur Svncery, <1 ham, 

Coal Merchants Birmingham Pet May 6 y 16 

Tuorr, Hewny, Dewsbury, Tea Merchant lle Pet 

May 17 Ord May 17 


Warers, Acsext, Balcombe, Sussex, Builder Brighton | 


Pet May 17 Ord May 17 

Wooonatt, James Wicwiam, jun, Ramage, Builder 
Canterbury Pet May 18 Ord May 18 

Wrient, Groror Russert, Southampton, Sign Writer 
Southampton Pet May 15 Ord May 15 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Biap, Joux, Lorton, nr Cockermouth, Camberland, Farmer 
Cockermouth Adjud Sept 24, 1887 Annul May 11, 
1911 

Siumons-Lawx, Wattea Vicror, South Shields, Editor 
a upon Tyne Adjud Oct 25,1910 Annul May 

. 1 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 
Aaustroxo, James Ciraupe, Ebury st, ‘Raton sq High 
Court Ree Ord Mar 2 1904 Adjud April 11, 1904 
Rese and Annul May 12, 1911 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. RECEIVING ORDER 
RESCINDED AND PETITION DISMISSED. 


Ricnanps, Tuomas Wituiam, Ormiston rd, Uxbridge rd, 
Shepberd’s Bush, Dairyman High Court Pet Jan 18, 
1904 Reo Ord Feb 13,1904 Adjud Feb 19, 1904 Reac, 
Annul, and Dis Pet May 10, 1911 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, May 23. | 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


| ADNITT, WILLIAM REUBEN, Cromwell pl, South Kensing- 
| ton, Boot Maker High Court Pet May 18 Ord May 
Is | 
ALLEN, Henry, Lanlivery Cornwall, Licensed Victualler 
Iruro Pet May 20 Ord May ww 
BAINBOROUGH, JOSEPH WILLIAM, Cleetho pes, Journey 
| man Baker Great Grimsby Pet May 16 Ord May 16 
BROwN, ROBERT F, Clacton on Sea, Architect Colchester 
Pet Mar 28 Ord Mag 19 
CARLYLE, FREDERICK JOHN, Sundertand, Solicitor Bun 
derland Pet AprilS Ord May 1 
COOPER, ALBERT, Crewe, Fish eschant Nantwich Pet 
May 5 Ord May 18 
CURWELL, THOMAS WARING, Tranmere, Birkenhead, Joiner 
Birkenhead Pet May 5 Ord May 18 
DAISH, JOHN ROWAN LINDSAY, New Barnet, Herts Bar 
net Pet May3 Ord May 18 
DAVIS, Mosgs, Brondesbury rd, Kilburn, Builder High 
Court Pet Feb10 Ord April 25 
DeUGLass, ERNEST, Middlesbrough, 
brough Pet May 17 Ord May 17 
DREYFUS, ERNEST, Ovalid, Regent's Park, Dealer in An 
tiques High Court Pet Feb9® Ord May 19 
GOLDBERG, GIBIAN & Co, East Indis av, Leadenhall st, 
Precious Stone Dealers High Court Pet April 15 | 
Ord May 19 | 


| 


Painter Middles 


| Hopek, SAMUEL, Sidmouth, Devon, Photographer Exeter 
Pet May 19 Ord May 19 
Jacons, JOHN WILLIAM, Kirkley, Lowestoft, Smack 
| Owner Great Yarmouth Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
KAHN, LEWIS, Grove rd, Bow, Horsehair Manufacturer 
| High Court Pet April 24 Ord May 19 
LACEY, WILLIAM HENRY, Glastonbury, Hairdresser Wells 
Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
LAWRENCE, HENRY, Orleton, Hereford, Beer House 
Keeper Leominster Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
McCAW, DANIKL, Gerard rd, Barnes, Commercial Traveller 
Wandsworth Pet April 27 Ord May 1s 
| MARTIN, Davip, Aberdare, Collier Aberdare Pet May 18 
Ord May 18 
MOFFATT, MARTIN JORDAN, Halifax, ‘orks, Insurance 
Sup rintendent Halifax Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
Moss, WILFRED CHARLES, Clar,es st High Court Pet 
April 1 O.d May lv 
NICHOLSON, WILFRED, Kingston upon Hall, 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 20 Ord May zo 
PATTEN, SUSAN, Walsall, Draper Walsall Pet May 17 
Ord May 17 
PEARSON, WILLIAM ARTHUR, Manchester, Grey Cloth 
Mercoant Manchester Pet Mar 19 Ord May ly 
RoBERTS, ISAAC, Manchester, Salford Pet 
April 25 Ord May 19 
SHOTTER, W R Tiverton mars, Gray's Innrd High Court 
Pet April 20 Ord May 18 
SLATER, JOHN Sisson, Lytham, Lancaster, Barrister at law 
Preston Pet > 1v Ord May 19 
SLAWTHER, GEORGE MEGGESON, Newcastle upon Tyne, 
Newcastle upon Tyne Pet May 6 Ord 


Builder | 


Builder 


SLIPPER, CHARLES RICHARD, Kirkdale, Sydenham, House 
Furnisher Greenwich Pet May 17 (rd May 17 
| SMITH, JOSEPH FRANCIS, Aspley Guise, Bedford, Builder 
Luton Pet May 18 Ord May 18 
SuUMsION, HENRY, Senrab st, Stepney, Grocer High Court 
} Pet May18 Ord May 1s 
WELLS, JAMES GRAY, Stretford, Lancs Salford Pet May 
5 Ord May 19 
WILKINSON, CHRISTOPHER SMITH, Darlington, Chartered 
Accountant Stockton on Tees Pet April8 Ord 
May 15 
WINTER, PAUL, Mark In, Foreign Produce agent High 
Court Pet Feb 13 Pet May 18 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of May 16 


WILLIAMS, GwiILyM, Quakers yd, Glam Banbary Pet 
Mar25 Ord May iz 

FIRST MEETINGS 

ADNITT, WILLIAM REUBEN, Cromwell pl, South Kensing 
ton, Boot Maker June l at il Bankruptcy bidgs 
Carey st 

AUSTIN, GEORGE, Herve Bay, Kent, Dairyman May 31 at 
10.30 Off Rev, 634, Castle st, Canterbury 





202nd Year of the Office. The 


Oldest Insurance Office in the World 





a. 
“a 





Capa? trom Poiey dated LB 


Law Courts Branch: 40, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. 


" ] N 63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and | PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
‘A : WORE.MEN’S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
including ACCIDENTS TO | BURGLARY, 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710. 





Heap Orrice 


Josurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


PLATE GLASS. 


FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 





BAINBOROUGH, JOSEPH WILLIAM, Cleethorpes, Journeyman 
Baker May 31 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, 
Great Grimsby 

BEasie8, JAM*s BinD, Darlington, Tailor June 3 at 11.30 
«ff Ree, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

BonbD, THOMAS BoWMER, Sunderland, Joiner May 31 at 
2.30 «Off Rec, 3,Manor pl, Sunderland 

Boyes, WILLIAM Hemlington, Yorks, Market Gardener 
June 1 at 11.80 Off Ree, Court chmbr:, Albert 1d, 
Middlesbrough 

BRADSHAW, WILLIAM JAMEs, Chalfont &8t Peters, Bucks, 
Builder May Sl atil2 14, Bedford row 


| BRAITHW AITE, HENRY, Hengoed, Glam, Colliery Labourer 


May 31 at 12.15 Off Rec, County Court Office, Town 
Hall, Merthyr Tydfil 

BURBRILGR, PERCY FRANK, Combe Martin, Devon Jurel 
atil 7, Buckland ter Plymouth 

CHAPMAN, A, Staines, Middl sex, Licensed Victualler May 
at 11.80 182, York 1d, Westminster Br dge rd 

CHILDE, RicHaRD, Sheffield, Drug Store Proprietor May 
3t at 12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

CLARKE, Isaac THOoMas, Wrexham, Commercial Traveller 
May Slat 12,45 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Ches- 
ter 

CLEMITSON, JoHN CAIRNS, Whitley Bay, Northumberland, 
Licensed Victualler May 31 at 12 Off Ree, 30, Mos- 
st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

CooreR, ALBERT, Crewe, Fish Merchant May 31 at 12 
Court House, Edleston rd, Crewe 

DAVIES, EVAN, Merthyr T ~~ Collier May Siati2 Off 
Kec, County Court Office, Town Hall, Merthyr Tydfil 

DENT, EDWIN JAMES, New Hunstanton, Norfolk May 81 
atl: Of Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

DONNELLEY, HENRY, Manchester, Builder May 31 at 3.30 
Oi Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

DovUGLAS3’, ERNEST, Middlesbrough, Painter June 1 at 
11.45 Otf Ree, Court chambers, Albert rd, Middles- 
brough 

Dreyrus, ERNEST, Oval rd, Regent's Park, Dealer in 
Antiques Junelati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Corey st 

EVANS, EVAN, Penrhyndeudraeth, Merioneth, Miner May 
Slati2 Crypt chmbrs, Eastaate row, Chester 

GoLpBERG, GIBIAN & Co, East India av, Leadenhall st, 
Precious Stone Dealers May 31 at i Bankruptcy 
bldga, Carey st 

GRAVENOR, VARY ANN, Tredegar, Mon May 31 at 11.30 
flown Hall, tredegar, Mon 

GREEN, SIDNEY SLEATH, Leighton Buzzard June 1 at 11.30 
Olt Rec, The Parade, Northampton 

GREY, REUBEN MILTON, Hafod Swansea, Wholesale Ware- 
houseman Junelatll Off Rec, Government bidgs, 
St Mary's st, Swansea 

Hopae, SAMURBL, Sidmouth, Photographer 
Olf Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

HUCKER, JAMES, Slough, Bucks, Baker Jue latil2 i, 
Bedfurd row 

JON#4, WILLIAM, Blaenau Fistiniog, Merioneth, Painter 
Juve 2 at 12.15 County Police bldgs, Blaenau 
Festiniog 

KAHN, Lewis, Grove rd, Bow, Horse Hair Manufacturer 
May 81 atl’ Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

LEONARD, EVAN, Aberayron, Cardigan, Haulier June 2 at 
12.15 Town Hall, Aberystwyth 

McCaw, DANIKL, Gerard rd, Barnes, Commercial Traveller 
June lati! 30 182, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

MARTIN, DAVID, Aberdare, Collier May 31 at 12.30 Off 
Kec, County Court Office, Town Hall, Meithyr 
Tyatil 

MoreATT, MARTIN JORDAN, Halifax, York, Ineurance 
Superintendent June 1 at 10.45 County Court, 
Prescott st, Malifax 

Moss, WILFRED CHARLES, Clarges st May 31 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldg-, Carey st 

PARKER, FRANK CAREY, Sale, pr Manchester, Tailor 
May 3iat3 Off Re, Byrom st, Manchester 

PaTrey, SUSAN, Walsall, Draper May Siatlz Off Re:, 
Woiverhampton 

RAVENSCROFT, JOSEPH, Bolton, Tobacconist June 1 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 19, Exchange et, Bolton 

Roy bs WILLIAM, Miiidicton, Lancaster, Licensed 
Victualler June 2% at 11.80 Off Kec, Greaves at, 
Oldham 

SHorKock, Herpert, Blackburn, Joiner 
Off Rec, 13, Wit kley st, Preston 

Suorrer, W B, TiverZon mans, Grays Inn rd, 
lz bankruptcy b'dg+, Carey st 

SLAWTHER, GEORGE MEGGE ON, Hebburn, Durham, Grocer 
May Slatil Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastie uj on 


June 1 at 12 


June 1 at ll 


June 1 at 


Tyne 

SLIPPER, CHARLES RICHARD, Kirkdale, Sy lenham, House 
Furuisher June 2 at 11.30 182, York rd, » estmin- 
ster Bridge rd 

SUMSION, HBNRY, Senrab st, Stepney, Grocer Janel at 
11.30 Bankruptcy bl igs, Carey st 

WILKINSON, CHRISTOPHER SMITH, Darlington, Char.ered 
Accountant June § at 11.80 Off Rec, Cuurt chmbra, 
Alvert rd, Middlesbrough 

WiLLIAMS, GWILYM, Edwardsville, Quakers’ yd, Glam 
Junelatilz 1, 5t Aldate’s, Oxford 

WINTER, PAUL, Mark In, Foreign Produce Agent June 1 
ati Bankruptey bidgs, Carey et 


ADJU DICATIONS. 

ApNITT, WILLIAM RevusgN, Cromwell pl, South Kensing- 
ton, Boot Maker High Court Pet May 18 Ord 
May 1 

ALLE «HENRY, Laolivery, Cornwall, Licensed Victualler 
Truro Pet May 20 Ord May 20, 

BAINBOROUGH, JOSEPH WILLIAM, Cleethorpes, Journey- 
man Baker Great Grimsby Pet Mar i6 Ord May 16 

CHAPMAN, A, Staines, Middlesex, Licensed Victualler 
Kingston, Surrey Pet May 5 Ord May 19 

Cooper, ALBERT, Crewe, Fish Merchant Nantwich Pet 
May 5 Ord May 20 

Cooper, EDWIN WILLIAM, Tadema rd, Chelsea, Estate 
Agent High Court Pet April 4 Ord Muy 18 

CURWELL, THOMAS WARING, Tranmere, Birkenhead, Joiner 
Birkenhead Pet May) Ord May 20 
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rFITH. Cadotton, nr Cardiff, Grocer 
(rd May 2 

Tanner st, Bormon 
High ¢ urt Pet 


DAVINS, SAMURL GU) 
Cardiff? Pet May 4 
Doreon, CHARLES WILLIAM 
Manufacturer of Cacmentium 
Ord May 18 


Isey 
Apri 
Middiesbrough. Painter Mid 
Ord May 17 
SamMUtL, Sidmoath, Photographer Exeter Pet 
May 19 Ord May 19 
us, JomNn WILLIAM, K 
Great Yarmouth Pet May 2) Oid May 2 
JACK, Brentford Market, Kew Bridge 
min Brentford Pet Marzo Ord May is 
KENDALL, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Joiner Liverpool Pet 
April 26 Oid May & 

LACKY, WILLIAM HeNKY, ‘(Clastonbary, 
Wells Pet May 18 Urd May 18 
THOMAS STEWARD, Marlow, Bucks, O 
High Court Pet Mar2i Ord M 
LAWRENCE, HENRY, Orleton, Hereford, Beerhouss K et per 

Leominate Pet May 20 Ord May wo 
Aberdare, Col Aberdare Ie 


Ja rkley. Lowestoft, Smack Owner 


JOHNSON, Fruit 


Hairdress 
LAVRAIK, neultins 
Logiaeer 


MARTIN, DAVID jet t May 18 
Ord May 18 
MAKTIN JORDAN, Halifax, 
Halifax Pet May ®@ Crd May 2 
NICHOLSON, WILFREI Kingston upon Hull, Builder 
Kingston upon Hull Pet May 20 Ord May 20 
PATTEN, SUSAN, Walsall, Draper tAprill 
(ord May 17 
KIOH ARDS, ANTHONY REYNELL THRELFALI 
oderwriter High Court Pet April <1 
tIGHAKDS, W G, Ynyaddu, nr Newport, Boot 
port, Mon Pet April 22 Ord May wo 
SKENE, Rowert, Lordshi» In, East Dulwich, 
Iligh Court Pet Mar 25 Ord May 1s 
JouN Sisson, Lytham, Lancaster 
Preston Pet May 19 Ord May 19 
CHARLES RicHarpb, Kirkdale 
Greenwich Pet May 17 
Aspley Coise, 
Ord May 15 
WARD FRISWELL, Palace st. Buckingham 
High Court Pet Mar 15 Ord May is 
Senral at, Stepney, High Court 


Morrarrt, Yorks, Insurance 


Superintendent 


Walsall re 
Southampton 
May lv 

New 


Ord 
Dealer 
Engineer 
SLATER, Barrister at 
Law 
Sydenham, fous 
Ord May 17 
Bedford, Builder 


SLIPPER, 
Furnisher 

JoskPH FRANCIS 

Pet May | 


SMITH, 
Luton 

STEVENS, LP 
Palace rd 

SuUmston, HENRY 
Pet Mey 18 Ord May 18 

Anrreo Lewis, Tabernacle st, Finsbury, 

t May 15 Ord May lv 


Grocer 


PHORN Printer 


High Court Px 





by authority) and 
ADVERTISEMENT 
LANE, 


LONDON GAZETTE 
LONDON 
OFFICE, 


(published 
and COUNTRY 
No, 120, CHANCERY 
STREET, LONDON. 
| ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent 
begs to direct the attention of the Legal Protession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the especial insertion of all pro forma notices, 
&e., and to solicit their continued support. — N.B. 
Forms, Gratia, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and 
Dissolutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration. 
File of “ London Gazetie”’ kept for free reference. 
appointment. 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


FOUNDED IN THE REIGN OF WILLIAM & MARY, 1689 


ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


To H.M, THE KING & H.M, THE QUEEN, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS 
LEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH @ VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 


CORLORATION & UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 





Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, | 


BY AUTHORITY. 


Every requisite under the Above Act supplied on the 
shortest notice. 
The KOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use 
SHAKE CERTIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., 
printed. OFFICIAL SEALS designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 
49, FLEET SIRERT, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Serjeants’ Inn). 


—_~— 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


FLEET 


By | 


engraved and 





‘| LIVERPOOL MORTGAGE 


INSURANCE CO., LIMITED, 
6, CASTLE STREET, LIVERPOOL. 


Subscribed Capital - £260,000 
Mortgages, Bonds, Debentures, Deposit Receipts, Loans on 
Reversions and other Securi ics Insured. Guarantee Fidelity. 
Acts as Executors and Trustees either solely or joinily. 





EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 

INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited 
LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 

ASTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 

LOANS granted thereon. 
Interest on Loans may be Uapualised, 

Cc. H. CLAYTON, 
¥. H. CLAYTON, 


10, 


Joint 
Secretaries, 





THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


1823), 
Keversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
and Life Interests and Life Policies, and 
Money upou these Securities. 
nture Capital, 


(ESTABLISHED 


Purchase 
Property, 
Advance 
Paid-up Share and Deb« 
The Soc 


£637,525. 
iety has moved fiom i7, King’s Arme-yard to 
80, COLEMAN STREET, E. 





Tel. 8721 CERRARD. ESTABLISHED 1562. 


FOREIGN WORK. 


COLLECTED, DispuTES ADJUSTED, 
INSIRUMENTS SERVED IN ANY 
THE COMMERCIAL WORLD, 


ACCOUNTS 
AND LEGAL 
PART OF 


WYS MULLER & CO., 
10, SAVILE ROW W., 
And at COLEMAN ST., £.C.; PARIS, BERLIN, BRUSSELS 
AMSTERDAM, ZURICH, NEW YORK, &o., &o. 





] AW.—GREAT SAVING.—For prompt 
4 payment 26 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges 
es. a. 
Abstracts Copied one -. © 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts . «-» 2 3 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand «» O 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted eee 0 per sheet, 
Full Copies . © 2 per folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 1d. per sheet Draft, $d. ditto; 
Parchment, ls. 6d, to 3a. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C, 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES, 


Medical Attendant ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb). Principal: HBNRY M. RILEY, Assoc. Sox 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience Excellent 
Legal and Medicat' References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal 


reELEoRArHIC Appress: “MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 





Treaiment of INEBRIETY. 
‘DALRYM PLE HOUSE, 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 
¥F. 5. D. HOGG, M.R.C.8,, &c., 
Medial Superint endent. 


Telephone: P.O. 16, RICKMANSWORTH. 





BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS, 
Privately or under the Inebiiates Acts. 
Two Resident Physicians. 
Terms, 2 to 3 Guineas. } mile from Station, G. E.R. 
lelephone ; P.O. 3, Buntingford, Telegraphic Address: 


|* RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD.’ 


| 


ee 











vr 22. 


Ah, 


By APPOINTMENT 


MAPLE & CO 


FURNITURE 


OFFICES 
AND 


BOARD ROOMS 


AS 
Roll-top Desks 
Writing Tables 
Nests of Drawers 
Revolving Chairs 
Filing Cabinets 
Book-cases and Stands 
Hard-wear Carpets 








always on view at the 


TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD 
GALLERIES 


Catalogues Free 




















BRAND'S 
ESSENCE. 


BEEF, 


ALSO oF 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL, 


FOR 


INVALIDS. 


Price Lists of lavalid Preparatioas free oa 


application to 
RANE 4c OO., I.TD., 


Mayfair Works, Vauxhall, 5.W. 





SUDICATURE FORM CASE. 


24 Divisions, Prices from 34/- 
Mieetrated List Free on application. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, Ltd., 


191 & 192, PLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 














